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ABSTRACT 

" _ A survey patterned after the annual Saiiup Poll of 

Public Attitudes Toirard_Eaucation_was conducted^ by calling 880 
adults in their homes. Every effort_iras made to minimize sampling 
etror^ Respondents answered B_demographic and 22 opinion guestions. 
According to the_ majority of Kansans: local newspapers and word of 
ibuth or personal involvement are the best sources of information 
about local public schools: English and mathematics are the most I 
important subjects: ^te^ berequired tb pass state board ^ 

exatainatiqiiSr and to take inseryice- educate not *e^ 

allowed to strike: children receive a better education than, the 
respondents did; children^ with physical disab should be 

laiixstreamed but those with mental' or emotional problems should not: 
preschool education is not the responsibility of public schools: 
educa-tibn should receive mp tax dollars, than heetith and . 
environment* roads an d_ highways* or social welfare- Respondents were 
eveiily divided on whether boards of education, or a neutral party, 
shcttld settle cbntrapt disputes^ similarly* there was an even balance 
betw€eh_fcasic skills and career education as the ma jbr purpose of 
educatiqni_±n general^ Kansans were satisfied with their puBlic 
schools; few expressed marjor weaknesses^ (The survey questionnaire is 
appended) i (CP) \^ 
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^ 1HTRO0DCTION 

In the spring of 1980^ the School of Education and Psychology of :^ 
Em^t^a State University cbndticte^^ the first of what is to become an 
atiniial poll of Kahsaxis* attitudes toward eduction. Herein is a irepbrt 
of that first effort. " 

ia basic respects, the poll is patterned after the annoal Gallup 
Poll of Attitudes To^rd Education, which is considered a source of 
reliable information concerning national trends in bplnibn about signifi- 
cant school issues. _ The faculty and a<tiii1nigtratibn of the School of 
Education^d Psycfaolo^ at E^S.tJ. are in charge of the local project, 
named KATE, but much assistance is provided by other units in the 
IMiversity and by of f--caoq)U8 agencies. 

Emporia State officials believe that their Kansas opinion poll can 

provide a vital s^r^ce to school officials, lawmakers^ and others who 

OBxke decisions that affect education in the state. It is the University's 

intention to repeat certain questions in their investigations from year to 

year so that opinion trends can be measured. Other questions will change 

as different educational issues arise in the state. About half of the 

questions are and will continue to' be identical to selected inquiries in 

the Gallup poll so that state and national results can be compared. 
■ ■ . * * ■ ' ■" 

Th4 attitudes of 880 Kansans^ere collected in the first Ec^ria State 

polling effort. Participants were selected by means of a scientific system 

of random sailing, trained interviewers Conducted the poll by^ telephone. 

Dri JaSc Sk&iett^ associate prof essor of educatio^l administration, is 

director of the project. 
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This survey^ libdeled after the Gallup Poll of the Public's Attitudes 
To\^rd the Public S^ooi^ was conceived as an annual poll to determine 
; /> attil:udes of Kaats^jTlio^i^^ in their state. The similarities 

of this study with the Gallup Pdli fall within the general areas of (1) 

■ ■ ^ _ _ ■ • ^ " _ ^ _ _ ■ _ _ ' y 

concept uallzatlbh and (2} the replication and Modification of selecteH 

questions used in the Gallup Polli The researdiers involved in this stu^ 

"acSoiaidge the si^ificant contribution of the Gallup Poll toward their 

project. r \ 

The KATE pbll^ though similar to the Gallup Poll In several areas > 

departs significantly with regard to (1) methbdolb^ ^ployed to detemine 

attitudes toward education and (2) several of the questions employed in the 

... . ■ ■ . . , , ■ " 

poll. Specifically, the KAK poll utilized a telephone interviewing 

■ * 

tecli^lqiie to ascertain attitudes while the Gallup poll eiq>loyed a personal 
interview technique. Iibre6ver» several of the questions in the KATE poll 
' were developed to focus on specific Kansas issues » although several of the 

questions incorporated in this poll as "local state issues" would have 
' application in bther states. ^ 

Initial funding for the KATE surv^ was provided by a grant am^ded 
_^ by the Reseirch ^d ereatlvi^ Gonnittee at ^oria State thlversity in the 
aoount of $1^566^00. The purpose of the basic grant ;was t<J provide funds 

-' '/ c 

, for the devifopaent of the basic ^bistrumentatlon involved in the pbll» ih^ 
cludltig consultants y travel i cbf^ihgi etc. 

Additional funds in— t h f*-^»^«^^'f^^ $ i -«^ n ri, n 7i v ^3ta^5a._^>ix p f ^> ^ f hi » 

Stat^ department of Education to assist in defraying the cost incurred in 

<i ... ■. .. '. -•. ■ . 

interviewing prospective respondents. In addition, a liinited nunOier of 



state departinent persbiinel were iiiade available to provide assistance 

> ^ • 

lii the development of the oyer-all project. ' It should be noted here 

that the cooperation of the State Departinent of Education was inost 

slgnifl^iSntt "itr f a^^ that agency's encburageoent and financial 

support li: Is dbubtf 111 .that the project would have reached a conclusion. 

— - . . ■ ■ > . ■ . 

Finally, highly Important were the efforts made by task chairpersons 

- i__ ______ ___ ___ 

and their committee menders in the project. Indeed, the project's success 

was due' largely to their advi^^^ ' " - 

. Specific details focusing on the question development, saix^le design^ 

administration of the poll^ etc«^ may be fbimd in subsequent ^sections of ^ 

■ ' ' ■ ' ' ' - " • 

this report. 

glxrgbse^ bf th e^t^ady . 



The primary purpose of this survey; which is the first annual -survey 



conducted by *t:he researchers a3;rea^ noted, is to ascertain attitudes held 
by the populace of Kansas, eighteen ^years and older, toward selected edu- 
catibiiai issues. 

Several secondary objectives emerge as the result of the process em- 
ployed in the collection and dissemination of the data. First, the effort 
made to define the survey's limitations, which are noted in this preliminary 
report, shbtild prbvide the public schbbl pract it loner with a basic foundation 

fbr ascertaining attitudes at the local level. The practitioner with an 

• " " , t- - ^ _ ■_' " 

operational procedure at his or her disposal could localize the questions 

and establish a longitudinal ^ta base in the school district_on _a.tJtjjLQ.des 



of its constituents. Secondly, it is hoped that the dlsseminatlbn bf the 
results of this ^pbii will raise the awareness of the lay public with regard 
to issues and concerns In education « 
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Thirdly i constructive use of these data by prbfesslbnal educators at 
the Bhiyereity level for purposes of bringing ahout needed change is also 
an4j:xtegral part of the survey and one of its secondai^ objectives. Fourth- 
ly, the review arid nodification of 'current thgught and status of selected 
educational issiies by various educational organizations and the Kansas 
legislature will likely be useful. 

Finally, but extremely important is the refinement of skills of the 
researchers at Emporia State University in conducting public Opinion polls. 
It is the" thinking of the project directors that such skills could be of 
• substantial value to faculty meittbers and admihistratbrs at Emporia State 
University as they become involved in local school district projects de-- 
X2xSigned to _ascer tain attitudes of patrons in local school disti>icts. Thus, 

___„the_secdnda3^-bb^cti^ Blgnlficant^if^oV 

significant than the primal oMective, • 
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Section 2 
^SEARCH PROCEDURES EHPLOYED 



On the surface, conductidg a poll by use of telephone interviews may 
appear to the casual observer as a siinplistic endeavor. Yet, as most re- 
searchers soon -discover, this obsefvatibn is indeed tnirealistic in view of 
the logistics involv^ and^ the cdnstmit struggle to mitziimize errors iti 
sasspiing procedures employed; ^ ' 

Therefore, this section will be primarily concerned vith, and limited 
tOi the research procedures en|)ic^ed. ISbte sptcffically, those procedures 
involved (15 sa^le selection, (25 development of questions and 'the esta- 
blishmmt df cont^t validity^ (35 administration of the instrument^ (45 



description of sample tolerances and (55 8aaq)le , error; 



The procedures employed in the determining of the san^le consisted of 

_ ■ _ > ■ _ ^ _ _ 

(15 identifying all telephone directories serving residents of the State, of 

Kaiiisas and (25 establishing a systematic procedure for sjsiecting at random 

from the directories the residents to" be included in -the pojll. « . : 

AH " telephone directories serving Kansas were located in the Tele- 

' . ■' _ ■'»__,__ 

ComSratications Center of^tfie State of K^sas x^icfi is responsible for the * 

. ; ■ . ■ . ^ . ; J Z 

coordination of telephone communications for state agencies « Upon close 
perusal of the directories, it was determined that one hundred forty-one j 



were applicable to Kansas residents. Each teleplibne directory* was, recorded 

and the follbw^g procedures were employed in determining the sample: 

■ • . ^ *^ ' ' * : 

' 9^ ■ . ■ 




" 1") j Deteria^ number of telephone listings > The name of each 

IndiyiSial listed tiie me htmdfed forty-one directories was ni^ered 



onsecotlve^^r^ — Starting with book nusAser one ^which vas the. Contlnentai 



Telephone Compatiy directory for Allexiy Kansas, the total number of listings 
vas detenninedr^l^ una ting the htxinber of listings on sample directory pages 
and multiplying by the total nxflaber of pages with listings in the directbzy. 



All direc^tori^ were handled in this manner. When ail listing were counted 

' • __ _.. ... • ^- • . ' ... ..... 7 

in all directories (governmental agencies and businesses excluded), each 
directory was assigned inclusive consecutive nuii2>ers« Each d^ectbiy was 
humb^ed^cbxisecutlv^y -sta^ from the last number in^^Hie preceding dir- 
ecto^^;: For es^^le^ book n^£er one had 3^726 listing ^ book mmber two 
-had 2, 153 listings, book number two thei|^contained in consecutive order 
names^fr<^ 3,721 througji 59 973. This proc^ks was continued through all 

4 _■ : _ ■ . _. _ L . _ _ _ 

one hundred fbrty*:':>ne directories. All listings were Idehtlflabli by seqix^ce 

. 2J Selecting Sdl^di^ telephroe makers « The researchers r^dbmly > 
s^eiected a stairtlng: point among the total iistlngs'.~^"The~n iistlng ~ 

l^)^t^^^^^ the tbtal mnSer (985,5985 by the desired 

8anq>le size bf 90d. 13ie jqiabtleht was e^abllshed at 1095. This quotient 
rvwas added tb tbe first: randbmly sew and to each sub- 

^ sequCTt sa^le selected ^ cb^ie^e the total surv^ sai^le jof 900 listings^,- 
Ohreaoi^^ due tcr the discovery tbat the 

lluil^eris; were f ^ in Kaxisas directories^ ^ 

33/^ ^erttng the ^sample populatlbh. Tb prepare the individuals that 
sheeted f^^ an eacplanatbry^letter preceded the 

/t^S^ep^bne A copy: of this letter may be found in Appendix B. The 
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letter e:^lained the purpose of the surv^, the i^ortance of their re- 
spbSe, time required of them and the use of the resu^t^. This prior ex- 
planation was designed to improve the cooperation of individuals surveyed 
and to reduce^ the nuafl}er of cbntacts needed to reach the total saiiq)le size. 

4) Selecting sample alternates . If the designated sample respondents 
were tmable to participate in the survey, the next listing below the 



selected Usting was utilized. A priof explanatory letter was also sent 
to the alternate. * 

5) Selecting an individual within each hbusehbld . Four saii5)le grids 
were developed to enhmce the randoMzatibn of indivtdtxals within each 
household. The four grids were randomly assigned to_the sample population. 

In sumnary, the sample selection procedure outlined in this section 
was designed to elicit a listing of teleplione numbers which represented a 
random sample of ho.us^61ds in the State of Kansas. . ' 



: Bevelopmen t o f Qnes t ions - and 



T^sk Group B reviewed the questions used in '-the llth-Aontial Gallup Poll 
- ' of the Public's Attitudes Toward the Public Schools and selected those which 
it cbnsidered'^appTOpriate for b^ K^s^s* responses. Since the Gallup 

questions are not copy^^ted, some modifications were made to ensure better 
adaptation to the Kansas educational syatem. 

Subsequent to the selection of appropriate Gallup questions^ the Task 
Crbiip identified the fcAlbwing brgaxiizatibhSi agencies^ and legislative 
'bodies frbm \Aich it sblicited questions or areas of concern: House Education 
: Cbmndttee, Kmsas Association of Community Colleges, Kansas Association for 

the Education of Young Children, Kansas Association of School Boards, Kansas 

• V ^ ■ ■ . * . - 



Congress a£ Parents and Teachers, Kansas Council for Children and Youths 
Kansas^atioiial Education Association^ Kansas State ^epartineiit 
of Education^ Senate Education Cbnnnitteei and the United School Adinihis- 
tratbrs. Upon receipt of these questions or areas of concern^ the Task 
Croup analyzed tfaeot and formulated specific questions to cover the areas 
identified. Nineteen questions were constructed as a result of the combined 
sources used to obtain suggested questions or exptessed areas. of concern. 



The follbvihg table shows a breakdown of the origin of each of the questions 



used: 



Gallup Poll 
(Verbatlai) 



Gallup Poll 
(tfodlfled) ^ 




Other Sources 



^ 4i5a3a4il5, 
17 i IS i 19 



The next step was to establish content iralidity for the questions 
fonndlatedi for the poll. A validation process was detemdned i^ich in- 
volved six professors i five laypersoii^^ and thir^-^bne graduate students f^^^ 
'education md p^ Task Gro^ ^si^ed to the designated 

categori^ o£ pebgle to carefidly consider each of the nine tern questions ' 



and loalce reylBl such ttmp that there w^ consensus on its interpre- 

ytat^jitx^} integrated the yarious group lesponses and tsade 

;^appTOprlat e ' r on the fiiml set of questions 



Administration.: o£ the:' Instruments 



; J U^s^^^^ the effort required to collect the data. 

rTtii^e i project were reqtkr^d to cdlitact 

C^^BO0^^ Goo^licatlng this problem 




were budget restrictions, limited access to VkfS lines, the recruitment 
of capable interviewers^ , and cbntendihg with "prime-time" limits for 
telephone interviews*. 

Budget restrictions and the See? to identify an adequate pool 6| 
capable interviewers dictated the :need to consider community and/or pro* 
jfessibnal groups that might be interested in assisting with the poll in 
exchange for minimal financial reward. The Emporia Chapter of the Amer^ 
ican Association of ^rfversity Wb^m readily accepted our request for 
assistance. 

in a three-hour training session the 50 interviewers in attendance 

_ _ _ q _ _ - _ . . 

were provided with background information on the project aixd a thorough 

__ _* _ ■ J . - - - _^ J 

review of the interview instrument. The session also included a briefing 

on techniques and procedures , rQle pi^ing-of— interview ^ and practice with 

actual live interviews. 

Interviews were cbtiducted from 6:30 -p.m. to 9:30. p.m. ott Mondays 
through Thursdays and bn Saturday morning from 9:00 a.m. to nbbii. Twelve 
calling sessions were conducted frbm March 20 thrbugh April 10. The 
Easter holiday period caused some slight interruptibns in the schedule. 
An average of slightly mbre than 70 interviews were conducted during each 
three-libur calling session. 

The l^gth bf each interview averaged apprbsdmately 15 minutes. It 

■ _ _ ^ ■ ■__ > •' ~~ 

is estimated that for each successf td interview^ an additibnal 15 minutes 
were consumed by technical nnatte]^ su^ as busy lines and nb-^swer calls. 

Letters to alert* potential interviewees' of the iuq^ending survey and 
tb encburage tHeir cbbperatibn and assistance were mailed to approxiiDately 
20(50 hbusehblds in K^uosas. ' Experience with tiiis pliMe of the ix>ii indicates 
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N 

that the pxe-iitterv±ew contact vas ixtstrumental in 'taking each calling 
session prodactive> and ^nay have been the single nost important factor 
'eontrit>utlxig^to the sticcessftxi coiiq>i^tidn of the p&ll. 

; Pescriptibn of Sainple Tolerances 



The results of a stirv^» ^en a sanpie of a population is osed» are 
subject to error caused by the sastple itself. The larger the percentage of 
the population included in the san^le^ the siballer the sasiple error* 
Specifically 9 the statistical measureihent of "standard error of proportion" 
in^ be e^ldyed to determine limits applicable to the data. Ihia rieasure- 
ment is £q>ressed as follows: 



V 



Q 



- . In view of this ineasurei^ the following table, shows the plus and 
Mnus errors i iii^ p on the size of the sa^le responding to 



ea c h It « a jln the que stio nnaire s. . :^e percentage range is the asioiant :of 
variaince |^e^ co^A esxpect 95% of the time, "if tte identical survey were re- 



peated in theVsaou^ time period. 



Mlo^nc^ Jar: a Percentage 




























900 


^750 


: 500 


400 


200 


100 - 




Exaiq>le: A reported percentage of 75 for a group that includes 900 re-^ 
sponses* The 75 perc^t is haifmj between the 70 ^d 80 percentage 
row^ and the column 800 is tsed as the other coordinate. The nunlber is 
between 3 and 4Zi 3.5Z should be used. That is » the 75% obtained in the 
sample is subject to plus or minus 3«5Z points. This tmit of measurexneht 
means ^at if the st^^ were repeated i chances are 95 but of 100 that 
average results for that ''item would fail between the 71.5 to 78.5% range. 

- Comparing survey results between two variables, e.g. , men and women, 
the question arise^ as to hpw large a difference between the tvo variables 
can be es^ected to ^sure that the difference is a real one. Is the differ^ 
ence in. replies caused by the, differencie in sex or in sao^le selection? 

The following two tables can be used to test the allowable differences\ 
betwe^ variables. One table iM for percentages or results that fell near 
20-or-SO^ and. the, other table is for percentages near 50. For percentages 
in between these values^ one must extrapolate to find the number. 

Allowance for Sampling Error ^ 
of the Difference * . 



In Percentage Pbin^^^ ^^ '^ 
TABLE ii . (at 95 Jffi 100 confidencerlevel) 

Percentages near 2G or 80 



Size of Sanqile 750 600 400 200 

750 - « 5' 

> 600 5 
400 6 
200 8 



6 

.6 7 K 

: 8 8 . 10 
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TABLE III Percentages near 50 



Size of Saiq>le 750 606 490 200 

750 6 

600 II 7 

400 8 ^ 

200 ^ . ^1^3 .10 10 12 - 



to determine aliovance for sample error between two variables, the 
following esainple is given: 400 men in a saa^ie, 50 percent of them said 
yes to the item aiid 60 percent of 480 women also responded in the affirma- 



tive. Is the 10 perc^tage points differ ^ce due to the sex difference or 
due to sampling error? table II should be used since the resporises are 
. near 50%. Using the row and column headed 400, the male sample size, the 
figure 8 is the allowance for error. Th^ range in percenl^age of respbxises 
fbOiales called fell between 42 and 58 in 95 of 100 cases. There is a 
real difference'in perc^tage response tb'tfais qtx^tion betwe^ mSoT^^ 
women. If the difference in percentage responses would liave been less than 

ei^t> in this case, the difference in results wbtild have been incbnclusive. 

.. ■ ' , . • ' ' . 

: ' ' ■■'■ f Sample Error 

^ ; ^ \ ... 

In selecting a sa^le to resprad for the total population, there sSe 
always : inherent biases. 'Ev^sry effort was used to recognize bias in sax^le 
selection and to . minimize this eriror whenever pbs^ It is iiearly inF 

|M388ibie to cbrre^^ for error caused by sample bias. The best approach is. 
to recbgoiise the bia^ value jud^o^ts as to the de^^e of error 

tliey mi^t cause. 



13 



The biases in selecting the saiiq>le for this stirv^ were: (not in 
order of Importance to tbe results) 

/I) The Kansim woBt have had a telephone listing to be selected. 
This is probably not a significant bias since most residents 
have listed telephone numbers. 

2) Ah adtxlt at the saoiple household xnust hdrnally be at the listed 

■ ■ ^ 

address during the evening hours. 

3) Responses nay have been different if they had been cbiiq>ieted on 
an iflipersonal itutlled questionnaire rather than talking to someone 
who knew their Identic. ' 

4) Sespbhdlhg in a telephone interview, the r^pohdeht might have 



given a reply to a question without really giving it much thou^t. 
5) ^The respondent must be willing to r^pond at the convenience of the 
caller. The respondent migfht have rushed the replies because of 
immediate cbncerzis. 



In suiBDary» ;eyery effort was made to minimize sample error . Certainly, 
> • _ _ ■ 

the. degree of possible error in saBq>ie selection mast be an integral: part of 

any value judgments reported concerning the data tabulated. - 



so 



Section 3 
MALYSIS OF DATA 



It is the purpose of this section to report the data compiled and 
provide a^ basic interpretation of the data presented* In view of the 
substantial quantity of data generated for each question included in the 
poll, it vas decided to ^ploy; a tabular reporting fbrxbat. Specifically, 
ail d«it^ vere placed in tabular form for each question and a brief inter- 
pretation of the dats %mB provided for. each question within the tabular 
form. . 

It should be noted that all variables were not listed for each 
qu^ttra due to the prelistnazy nature of this report; however ^ those 
variables /i^i^ appear to be most significant were listed; Likewise^ only 
a brief stiBinary pertaining to the data for each question was iprovided. 
,A listing of all i^tlabies and exp eabh of the stxmsaries will be 



provided in the final report. 



Data and Related fnterpretations 



: . Oata ve^ prepared for ^cb of tM questions 

^ iiu3:uaj^ iirihe a^ - fcim.^^^T^ ^d sunmaiies be ' 

;:fomd'& it should be :noted thkt 

^at Isi the perc^tage 



bt^fid^e^ a particular response 

iwdev J^;"^^^ in ail tables reports the percentajge 

^^at^^a^p^c^^ of the total sample. 



ERIC 




Fbr ^can^ie, data should be interpreted as follows: 
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Hale 
Female 



60Z 
•59Z 



38Z 
35Z 



2Z 
6Z 



Z of Sample 
48- 3Z 

si.sz 



Read: 



Msle 



60Z of the 'inal« responded - yes 

3^ of the males responded - no , 

2Z_of the males responded - don't know/rio answer 
$$.3Z of those surveyed were males 

Temale 



5.9Z^ of the females r^ponded * yfes - 

35^ of the fraiales responded/- no — 

6Z of the females responded - don*t know/no answer 
51.8Z b£ those surveyed were fesiales 



All data were reported in the same tabular form and should be inter* 
preted as indicated in the e3caiq>le. Data and related summaries^^^f^^ 
to the questibim included in the survey may be foimd on the ensuing pages. 
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BEST SOURCE OF INFORMATION 



What tB four best source bf inforiatibii about the Ibbal schools? 
(Oj^eo-^ticipated responses listed) 



QUESTION: 



1 Local Newspaper 

2 Local T.V. 

3 ^ Local Radio 

4 Other 



5 School Publications/ 
-Newsletters^ 

6 Word of Hduth/Persbnal 

• 

Ixrvoiyement » etc. 

7 Dbn*t Rnbw/Nb Answer 



46.5 



8.1 5.7 



#6 



% of ; 
J2 Total Samole 



1.5 13.9 41.0 



7.6 



100.0 



MsOe . 
' . Female 



48.3 
44.7 



9.4 
6.8 



7.1 
4.4 



1.4 
1.5 



13.0 
14.7 



40.8 
41.2 



4.3 
10.3 



48.2 
51.8 



CHIU)REN: i 

Children lai SchTO^^ 38.5 

No, Children in School 50 . 4 

; . Ho Desi^ation 52 . 2 



, t i Jj^s than $10,000 
:^ ^310,000 to $15,000 

- §i5,ogto to 120 ,000 

-i §iO,6ciOs to §25*000 
> ; v§25^O0 to $3Qi060 
;;. Over $30,000 

I;iJ;;^?^y^efftgr»ti<m 'bf ^ 



6.1 4.1 
9.i 6.4 
8,7 8.7 



2.4 
1.1 
.0 



25.7 
8.2 
.0 



53.4 
35.1 
26.1 



1.4 
10.7 
13.0 



J. at^^^ School iGrad . 

i^l^^^Bij^v^ai^^ _^ 

V Degree) 

ffi?;jS'^66iIege-;vi^^ 



33.6 
63,8 
2.6 



40.5 
38.8 
47; 6 
45.4 
55.8 
59.5 


5.8 
9.2 

%4 
9;5 

. . » 


7.4 
7.9 
6.1 
3.4 
1.3 
2.4 


2.6 
7.7 
2.4 

.8 
1.3 

.8 


5.8 
15.1 
22.6 
10.9 
11.7 
20.6 


38.4 
43.4 
40.9 
53.8 
37.7 
33.3 


17>4 
7.9 
3.0 
5.0 
5.2 

vO 


■ 21.6 ^.SJ 

17.3; 

• 18*"6 '-^'r^ 
■ < - - . ■ — ■'. 

13.5 -.^■■■fe 
■• 8.8 -.-Sy 
■ 14.3/- ''i 


.47.9 

- 


7-5 


12.5 


.0 


4.2' 


39.6 


12.5 


5.9 .-.^1 

i • ' • '•■1'.' 


40.3 
46.6 
49.3 
50.0 


6.1 
9.4 
8.8 
6.2 


6.6 
5.4 
5.5 
5.4 


0.0 
2.0 
2.8 
0.0 


9.4 
15.1 
13.4 
17.7 


■^7.6 
42.7 
41.0 
41.5 


17.7 
6.8 
4.6 

- 0.8 


20.6- :;1 

; 40.0 
24.7 

14.8 m 



■ .0- 



-•.•r.'.ro.--.: »■ 



;s 



m 
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Sunmary: 

iocax newspaper vord of mouth/persboal involvement » etc.^ were 
, indicated' to be the best soorce of information about the local Public 
schools. Approximteiy eight of every ten 'respondents were in agree- 
mf&t on these areas of inform — - 

^ ■ * • . ■ ' ' 

Stfl)Stantlai dif^^irence may be betve^'^±es{H>ndent8 i^ 

jji schcK>l 4nd those Ad. in jschMls* Par^^ 

a greater frequency wrd of ik> as ttiiir b4st 

source of information x^ile ^non-^parents stated that the newspaper was 
th^r >e^t source* St ires tS of the n^^par&tqj respond 

d^ts tnidi^ted school ptibiica^tibns as their^ best* soiiree^^bf ; inf ormatidn^ 
these data migiht have some ii^licat ion for covnunicatibn personnel in 
school systeaes concernisig scl^l pubiications • . ^ 

Respondents ^mong the various income groups appear to have similar views 
on the best source of Infbriutlon with scnne indication thit the news|^per 
is a. better source of information for hi^er Income grbtq>8« . ' 



s 

1 



SCHOOL ^JBJECfS DEGREE OF iMPOmNCE 



QDESTION: Public Schools can teacb inany different things. Will you tell me in the case gt each 
: / of ^ese school subjects iSiether you regard it as very Important j important ^ or n^ 

very i^ortimt for all students? 



Very 



Very 
^nportant 



Not Very o 
Important 



No 
Opinion 



Art 

Biisiness 
English 

Foreign Langtiage 

Ifathematics 

Basic • V ; 

Physical Education 

Science 

Sex Education 



Social Studies 



Vocational Education 



Not Very 



No 



Important 



Important 



% of ^Y,:f 
Total S ampl e 



STATE TOTALS 



rJ?t»iness 



^(>relgn Language 

i^th^^tic^ 

iSSsSc . ■ ■ ■ . . 

^J^sical Education 

.^crfffTTce 

Education 
^ciai Studies 

Education 




8.2 


61.0 


' 27.2 


3.7 


100 ;0 


47.6 


48.0 


2.4- . . 


2.1 


100.0 


70.7 , . 


26.3 


2.5 


.6 


100.0 


10.2 


48.6 


36.7 


4.5 . 


100.0 


76.1 


22.3 


.8 ' 


.8. 


100.0 


13.2 


62.8 


21.7 


2.3 = 


ibb.b 


27.3 


60.8 


- 9.8 - 


2.1 


; 100. b 


39.3 


53.3 


4.2 


3.2 


100. 6 


23.5 


50.1 . 


19.9 


6.5 


ibb.o 


25.8 


63i6 : 


7.7 9 


2.8 


100.0 


44.5 


47.2 


5.5. ' 


2.8 


100.0 






« 
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l^ijJIon m School Gtadw 
i^ j^^ Sthbol Gradv : . 
IP eoIJSge- (Hon jDegree) 

pUSINESS: ■ . 
I^^^oit Gradi 
|fe5H±^~1ScSooi ^tadl^ 
^ (Ncm Degree) 

College (Degree) 



^^Sn^a±p Scfij^l G 
l^ijHigh Sciioof ferad* 
^;(Syiege (^^ Degree) 



fl*^ School Grad- 
S|5?aigh ScSbol , 

|p;^3olleg^ 
p^^iisge CDegr«J- 

IwiSiit Higii Seb^d Grad. 
g|Higt S<*«x)ir Grad^"- - 
§f^5]»liege (Sftm Degree) , 



pBSg;- 

^p^^gjb Sch3bi-€totd*^^^ 
^3^11ege (ffon Degree) 
^i<5il^ ^gree) 



Ift^ftigh Siidbl Grad. 
|gat^-^School-. !^ 
^S^a^ge (N6» Degree): 
College (Degree) . 



gSe^^^E: ^ 
P^biti^J^^ jBradi 
^Hi^TSchw^ 
^Cig^egB (Kon Degree) 
^^Co^^ (Degree)- - 




ERIC 



8; 8 . 
7.4 
♦ ^ 8.3 
9.2 


50.3 
61.9 

68:2 
; 61.5 


31 i 5 
28.4 
20.7 
28.5 


' 9.4 
2*3 
2i8 
bi8 


^ 20.6 

40.0 > 

14*8 -—1;^ 


45.3 
"54.5 
46.1° 
34.6 


47.5 ' . 
44.0 - - 
49.3 
56.9 . 


1.1 

; 0.9 
2.8 
7.7 


6.i 

* 0.6 
1.8 
0*8 


■ . ... .-.J 
. • . .<r 

1 _ • 

20.^6 

40.0...:,;3r| 

.24.7-.;v?5 

■ 14.8; 


63.5 
69.0 
71.0 
84.6 


29.3 
28.7 

27.2, 
' 13.8 


4.4 
2.3 

1,8 ' 
1.5 


2^8 
0;b 

b.b 

0.0 


, 20.S^:v;|| 
■ 40.0 >x| 
- 24*7-: - V* 
' 14.8 / 

• ■ ■ :-|| 


9.4 

7.7- . 
10.6' ■ 
17*7 


50.3 
47.4 
47.9 ' 
50.8 


' 32.6 
41.5 
■ 36.4 
• 30.0 


7.8 
3.4 
5.1 
1.6 


20*6 

24.-7-;-?i;-i.^ 
■l4.«-^-::.l^ 


74.0 
79.5 
73.3 
74.6 


21.0 
20.2 
26.3 
23.1 


' 2.2 , 
0.3,. 
Oi5 • 
0.8 •- 


^ 2-8 
-Q.O 

- 0.0 
1.5 




18.2 
13.4 
10.1 

10.8 ; ' 


.56.9 

63.1 ; 

66.8 /- 
63.8 


' 19.9 
22.4 
20.7 
"23.8 " 


' 5.b 
i.i 

2.3 
1.6 


20.-6 '-^^^ 

- . : v40*0 --i:^^|^ 

r24.:?v.-:^ 
14.8-vSp 


27; 6 
29.5 
26.3 
23.8 

f 


55.2 
61.6 

. 63,1 
62.3 


9.9 
8.2 
10.1 
i3.1 


7.2 
1.2 
0;5 
0.8 


■ 20.6 '-^v^j 
40.0 .a 
■" V24.7";.^| 
i4.8^.v;| 


32.0 
40.6 
38. 7 
46.9 


52.3 
58.1 
50.0 

• D ■ 


6.1 
5.1 
2.3 
2.3 


' lO.b 
2.0 

i.o 

0*8 

• 


2b. e"^-^-'?! 

^ 46;b ^ 

24.7 -v^;^ll 
;i4.8 - 













■ ■■ ■■■■ ■ ■ ■ ■■ : 

V : > GblitlMtlED 



p^^ouege {Degree) 
i^Bsn^High School Grad. 



PL^IJiege ^on I^gree). 
|%l^liige ^Degree) , 



17.1 
25.0 

27.7 



23.8 

23.5 
26.9 



37.0 
52. « 
53.0 
56.9 



_58.6 
64.5 
66.4 
63.8 



37.6 
15.3 
17.5 
11*5 



8.8 
6.5 
8^8 
7.7 



8.3 
7.1 
5.6 
3.8 



1.1 
1.4 
1.6 



2b 



tbi6 
6,6 
24.7 
i4^8 



29 i 6^ 
407©- 
24.7 
14.8 



^Hoit -Itt^ ,Sdiool erad i 
l^gh^^ooi erad^ ^ 
^^^ollege (Bcu degree) ^ 
yiikdlege (Degree) 



44.2 
48.3 
44.2 
35.4 



44i2 
44^6 
49.3 
54.6 



3.9 
6.0 
4.6 
7.7 



7.8 

1.1 
1.8 
.2.S 



20.6 
40.^ 
24; 7 
14.8 




S p^ite^ liteariy 76% of the r^pond^ts ^dicated ^giisfa 'vexf : '^':--: '^?^^ 

^^fgrtan^ radt^^^ ntbeoKtlca in the "very l^>ortiint^'* ^tegory. Iii^^th subject ai^s^^ 




faCprrased: the opi&lim aad 



5h^:^x:& ^ther vezy iii^ortant /l^ 



ae88^:Q^^catldiia2. educatlra recefved a>riSlderable ^Luppbrt in the "vei^. 

" " — .' ■- . . . - ■ . ......... - ...... . v-,.'^-;^^;? 



_ SKifp art ^ iBusic and foreign langoage received the rlea^tr-^. 

;i:^ioirtaiit'-;cat ' . ■'-'■■■"'v '^^^^^^ ' //"^V^^^-v;" "V^^^^ 




J^^jfitttj^iyiiCT iipbr^nce:^o^ 
^fl^^q^ie:^^ those irt^ ibS^r edncational^^J^^^ 

^"^inso^^^^!^^ percentage of "not very liiTOrtSnt " t4- 



^iit&% ^hijsh ;nt^ very 



respdnsLes weraj^t^ ii^^ 
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TABLE VI 



St^ BQA^ ^C^flNATION (TEACHERS) 



QDESTICW ; SRogld college gr aduat e In teadier education be required to pass a 
state^brard aooninal^ in subject (s) th^ 

wtil teadi beifore they are hired? / . i, 



1 Yco 



=SQnlt_fi^w/No Answer 



Yes- 



Hb- 



Dbn*t IQiow/ 
Hb Answer.: 



2 of . 
Total Sample 



STATE TOTALS 



81.8 



12.8 



5.4 



lee.ee 



Hra Hi^ School ^radi 

S^bol-^erad^ 
Goilege ' (Nbn Degree) 
College ^Degree)' 



83.4 
«5.2 
80.6 
72.3 



9.9 
9.7 
13.8 
23.8 



6.6 
5.1 
5.5 
3.8 



20.6 
40.0 

24.7 
i4.8 



A<ae: a- 

- i8rj4_ : _ 

25-29 
30-^9 
50-65 

iSS-over ■ v 
Sd>t Desigoated 



87^2 

89.2 

83i3 

82.5 

72,6. 

62.5 



11.6 
6.9 
12 dB 
12^ 
17.7 
12.5 



1.2 
3.9 
4.0 
5.3 
9.7 
25,0 



9.8 
11.6 
31.9 
25l9 
19.9 

0.9 



~1 



CiCBEATIOHi , 












Bdsiness and Profess ibnal 


77.5 


16.8 


5,8 


31.8 




Skilled Labor 


91.7 


7.8 


0.8 


15.1 






83.1 


10i5 


; 6.4 


19.6 




V:(IL(^ri(^'tmd: Sales 


83.6 


6.0 


. 10.5 


7.6 


■ ■ 


rSS&killed Labor 


91.7 


5.6 


2.8 


4.1 




letired 


77.5 


18.8 


3.8 


9.1 




Sarming 


82.2 


15.6 


2.2 


5.1 




^eiq>lo7ed - 


72.7 


4.5 


22.7 


2.5 




Student 


82.9 


-17.1 


■ 0.0 


4.0 




No An8«er 


50.0 


30.0 


20.0 


1.1 





f 



■Aa ovgrwh eli i rfii g majority of those suzv^ed favor the pr6]^itiott that cbiiege grad- 
uttea^^^^j^^ pas& a state bb^d ^ocamination* Little 

'differCTce appears to escist betve^ resprad^ts. is stib-^oi^s of educational 
^ttaln^ _\ . tr 
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Respo^mts 15 aU the various bccupaticinal groins strongly supported the need 
IlL^IS^"^^ Jff^^ examination. & addition, respondents in the occupational 
sS^?fl^^^ K.^K^^^^^' f"^ mtsMiied labor appeared to support the p^o- 
I«^o^LLmS%J^^ occui^tibnal groups. Regardless of ^ducatlbn^ 

teir?^^ * the message se«« dear: Kansans seet. to believe that state 
board exmlnatlons shbiad Be required of teachers. ' . 
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HaiE Vii 



ADVANCED WORK _ ^ 

ADMINISTRATORS - TEACHERS 



v^ QO^STI^: Shoold teachers and adndnlstr^ be required to- take advanced work to keep 
r up^to-date with deyeibpi^ =^ 

: : f i Yes 2 So 3 Don^t toow/Np Answr - 



1 Once a Year 2 Once Every Three Years . 3 Once Every Five Years 





Yes 


Don*t l&ov/ 
No No &sver 


% of 

"iotai^ Sample -v _ 


PART A 

State ^Totals 


94.8 


2.2 3.0 




100.00.^> i ' 




Once A Year 


^ce Every 
Tlu:^ Years 


Once Every 
Five Years 


No pplxiibn/ 
No Answer 


PART B 

: State Totals 


23,4 


69.5 


i3.'2 


2.9 : 



te^bver^e^ing^n^^er of the respbnd^ts in^e bei|eve_that a^^^strat^^ 

and tochers stefdd be required to t^e advanced voric^ with the majority' indicating 
once e^ry three years as the time factor^ 



30 
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lAfiiJ, Viit 



QUEST TON : ffiiat do yott consider to be the nest serious educatiooai need for Kansas 
— T — ^— —students— &70inr—8^iobi.^ (OpCT - mtlcipated responses listed) 



-1 — ifor^r^4smpil^^3iB-oa-b^ — 5 Additional curriculiim offerings 



2 Better qualified/cb^etent tea^e^ 

3 Ifore equipment and materials 

4 JjaapToved school atmosphere/ 
discipline 



6 Better qualified/competent 
adMnistrators 

7 Better school buildings 

8 Other 





















% of 






#1 


#2 


#3 


#4 


#5 






#8 


Total Saiit 




Sl&TE TOTALS 


42.2 


9.7 


1.6 


14.5 


6.0 


1.1 


1.0 


26.0 


100.00 




SEK: 
























43.4 


9.7 


.5 


13.9 


5.9 


li7 


.5 


27.4 


48.2 




Female 


41.0 


9.6 


2.6 


15.1 


6.1 


.7 


1.5 


24.8 


51.8 




CHn^REIf: 1 : 






















Chlldrea In Scbpbl 


.45.3 


13.9 


1.0 


14.5 


7.8 


2.4 


2.0 


23; 3 


33.6 




' So Chil^en in School 


41*7 


7.5 


1.8 


14.6 


4.8 


.5 


.5 


27.1 


63.8 






13.0 


8i7 


4.3 


13.0 


13.0 


.0 


.0 


34.8 


2.6 
























' . 




36.8 


12.1 


3.7 ; 


12.1 


5.3 


.5 


1.6 


21.1 


21.6 






44.1 


6.6 


1.3 


21.1 


4.6 


.7 


;0 


25.0 


17.3 






43.3 


7.3 


1.2 


11.0 


11.0 


1.8 


1.8 : 


27.4 


18.6 






51.3 


14.3 


.8 


16.0 


3.4 


1.7 


1.7 


24.4 


13.5 




$25*6d0 to $30^000 


42.9 


2.6 


.0 


10.4 


6.5 


1.3 


.0 


40.3 


8.8 




. Over $3p»000 


38.9 


12.7 


.8 


14.3 


5.6 


.8 


.8 


28.6 


14,3 






39,6 


8.3 


2.1 


20.8 


4.2 


2.1 


.0 


l^'i8 


5.9 


























- ^ BTOinesitvand Pto 


43.6 


11.1 


1.1 


13.2 


6.1 


1.4 


1.4 


28.9 


31.8 





Skiilecl^Labor 



C£eticatl ~^aiul . Sales 
ites^kfXled Labor 

'Ketirea-''';;>:' 



42.1 
44.8 
35.8 
38.9 
41.3 
37.8 

42.9- 
30.0 



12.8 
9.9 

11.9 
2.8 
6.3 

en 

4.5 
5V7 

oio 



0.8* 

2.3 
4.5 
2.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
5.7 
0.0 



13.5 

is.i 

17.9- 
22.2 
16.3 
17.8 
18.2 
2.9 
10.0 



6.0 
5.8 
4.5 
8.3 
3.8 
8.9 
0.0 
14.3 
0.0 



1.5- 
.6 
.0 

2.8 
.0 

2.2 
.0 
.0 
10.0 



.0 
1.2 
1.5 
2.8 
.0 
.0 
iW 
2.9 
.0 



27.8 
20.9 
29.9 
16.7 
28.8 
22.2 
22;7 
28.6 
10.0 
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15.1 
19.5 
7.6- 
4.1 
9.1 
'5.1 
2.5 
4.0 
1.1 
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The m^er one r^pl7 to this question was clearly, '*Hbre eiq>ha8ls on basic 
skiiis". ftis need^ms ttOT TOre often than the _ 

second-ranked need ^i^ was^ "Improveirie^ ^^.^^^^^.^^^^pM^^^^^^^^E^-^^^"* 
In a distant-third position "Better qualified/competitive teachers"^ 



When the grbixp vas differentiated sex, children in school. Income or 
bccupatioiif the priority of educationa l need s sel ected did not^rory fr om 

thdscrX x idicated by Lhe entire grblip; '. 

.... ... ^ • ^ 

Better qualified/coi^et^t administrators ^ Better school buildings^ and xnore 
equipnent and materials viexe of minor concern.. 
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LIKE HOST ABOUT SCHOOL 



rSPESTIDS: _ ffiat do you like aost about the school your eldest dhild attends? 
; TOtic ipated -^^sponres 11a _ - 



(Open - 



1 ~ GoodrTfeacheiri — - 

2 High St^dards 

3 Special Programs 

4 Discipline 

5 Snail Glasses 



6 Proximity to Borne 

7 Good Gommtmicatidns Between Bbine 
and School 

8 Gbdd Principal 

9 Other 



#1 #2 



#3 #4 ?5 ?6 



#7 



#8 #9 



Z of Total Saoq 
CPa rents Onlj 



^STftTE TOTSLS 



44.9 14.5 15.5 7.8 17.2 4.1 U.l 5.4 19.9 



10C;d 



^EDUCATION: : 

I?' Non HiiSb Stbobl Grad. 

rffi^ Sdhdo^Gr^d^ 
:r^-. Gollege (N6n Degree) 
Coiiege (Itegree) 

I^^Mite : . 
pl^Black. _ 
feOrient^ 
^;^!tatiye: America 

Spanish Saserican 
^:loth&..:^\.5v/^:\- ■- 



^iStst Designated 



pl8i24. 

IMbf^49:: 



34,9 
41.5 
42.6 
44.9 



12.5 
11.7 
11.3 
23.5 



7.5 
16.9 

13*8 
12.8 



7.5 
7.8 
5.0 
8.5 



17.5 
44.-9 
22.5 
6.4 



-4.5 
3.8 
0.0 



20.0 
10.4 
6.3 
8.5 



5.0 
5.8 
1.3 
8.5 



20.0 
17.5 
18.8 
19.2 



41.8 


12.7 


14.1 


6.5 


16.0 


3.3 


8.8 


4.9 


19.0 


36.4 


18.2 


27.3 


18.2 


18.2 


9.1 


54.5 


9.1 


3.4 


50.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.6 


.0 


.6 


, .0 


.3 


.0 


.3 


.0 


.0 


.9 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


iO 


.0 


.6 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


iO 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


;0 



56.3 


V .0 


14.0 


14.1 


.0 


.0 


14.0 


.0 


. .0 


27.7 


6.9 


13.8 


.3.5 


24,2 


3.5 


6.9 


.0 


27.7 


44.4 


11.8 


15.3 


5.9 


i7;2 


• 3.0 


11.3 


4.9 


19.2 


34.9: 


18.6 


12. 8 


7.1 


12.9 


7.1 


8.6 


7.1 


14.3 


48.2 


12.0 


.0 


24.1 


.0 


^0 


12.0 


.6 


24.1 


76i9 


76i9^ 


.0 


51.3 


.0' 


.0 


.0 


25.6 


.0 



12.5 
48.0 
24.9^ 
14.6 



95.3 
3.4 
.6 
.9 
.0 
.0 



2.2 
9.0 
63.2 
21.8 
2.6 
1.2 



m 

S3 
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E RJC ^fe^i^fei^^^^y>^^' 



-a 

m 

m 



Respondents Indicated with the greatest frequracy ^gbod^ teachers" as the area they 
liked nbst about the schools their eldest children attend. These data reflect an 
average of responses of 1«4 per respondent; 

Listed in order of frequency the other responses were: 

1) Other (19 i 9) Several areas were liientibned to inciude~th"e7^eneral 

response of "I like everything about bur sdibbl" to 
do not like ^thing about bur schbol'*. 

2) Sinall Classes (17.2) 

3) Special ^dgrains (15.5> 

4) Hi|^ Standards (14.5) 

5) Cbbd Cbimnunicatibn Between Home (11.1) 

6) Discipline (7,8) 

7) Gobt^Prtocipal^5.4) < 

8) Proxintty to Home (4.1) 
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r V 



I&BLE X 
tWt tEAST ABOtJt SeHdOL. 



WBSiTWl i What do you itke least ^out the sdiool your 
anticipa ted r ^ponses listed) 



eldest child attends? (Open - 



1 La^ of Discipline 

2 Low Standards 

3 Use of ikrijuana. 
Alcohol 9 Drugs 

4 Oyer-*crov^ng 



5 teache^ - 

6 Condition of School Building 

7 Vandalism 

8 too far from ho^ 

9 Other 





#1 


#2 


#3 


#4^ 


#5 




#7 


^*8^ 


#9 


Z of Tbtal Sam 
— (Parents Onl 




11.1 


5.7 


5i4 


5.4 


8.8 


4.1 


1.0 


2.7 


55.8 


100.0 




pDSeftriew: 
























Son Sgli School erad.. 


7.5 


7.5 


Ib.b 


Ib.b 


7.5 


5.0 


2.5 


2.5 


34.9 


12.5 




j?" ; Hig|h School Grad. 


12.3 


5.2 


5.8 


1.9^ 


9.1 


5.2 


0.0 


1.9 


53.9 


48.0 




College ^Hbn Degree) 


6.3 


3.8 


1.3 


6.3 


8.8 


1.3 


2.5 


2.5 


52.6 


24.9 




";^--<3bilege CDegree) : 


12.8 


6.4 


4.3 


B.5 


4.3 


2.1 


0.0 


4.3 


49.1 


14.6 






SiO 


14; 1 


14.1 


0.0 


14il 


0.0 


0.0 


14.1 


28.2 


1,2 




25-29 


3.5 


6.9 


b.o 


6.9 


3.5 


6.9 


3.5 


3.5 


58.8 


9.0 


m 


1} 30-49 ■ 


11.8 


3.4 


3.4 


5.4 


5.9 


3.9 


.5 


2.5 


56.2 


63.2 




I: 50^5 ■ 


ib.b 


8.& 


8.6 


4.3 


15.7 


2.9 


bib 


1.4 


34.3 


21. 8S 




|l^;:^5-ovei:: ' . ' : 


b.o 


b.o 


12.0 


b.o 


b.b 


b.b 


b.o' 


b.b 


60.2 


2.6 




l^ j JTo t lie^ 


25*6 


25.6 


25.6. 


0.0 


25.6 


0.0 


25.6 


0.0 


b.b 


1.2 , 




fcii^.-'''.- • ' ■ ' ■ 

























?^pa^^bf the to this questiont it is jvery 

v<u!f ficiii cbni^lisidns. Resp^ discipline, as the 

^zfi]fi>er 



Father **bther response*'^* revealed tiie getieral concept that the re- 
^Ipottdimts ^e^ and did not have; any i]^J6r concern. Other 

•^eu a^tio&edt bttt^^^^ ni^er^ were: (x) a^dnistration, (2) 

|£d:^3>fOQ4 
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TABLE XI 



CHILD TO A DIFFERENT SCHOOL 



QBE S TIOK ; If given th^ opportunity, would you send your child to a different 

s i e hool?-^ '■ ■ — 











• 


Wi-: . . : -.Yes': 

; ^ ■ 


2 No 

......... 


3 Don't Koow/No Answer 










Eton' t Know/ 


X of Total Sample 




Xes 


No 


— No Answer 


(Patrents Oaly) ^ 


: - STATE f pIALS 


22.1 


72.3 


5.6 


100.00 


^ EIJD(MTIOirt • * •• 










S ;Hcm High School Grad. 


30.0 


60.0 


10.0 


12.5 


p School Gra3i 


24.0" 


72.7 


3.3 


48,0 


ebilege : (Son Degree) 


20.0 


76.3 


3.7 


24.9 


Coiiege (Degree) 


12.8 


74.5 


12.7 


14.6 


■"■ AGE':. 










18-24 


42.9 


42.9 


14.2 


2.2 


-25-29 


44.8 


48.3 


6.9 


9.0 


■t 30-49 


19.2 


77.3 


3.5 


63.2 


==^-- —50^5^ : - -VT 


21.4 


72.9 


, 5.7 


21.8 . 


• ■ 65-6ver' 


0.0 


75.0 


25.0 


2.6 


Not- BCTiffliated 


25.0 


25.0 


50.0 


1.2 












. . Less Thaii $10,000 


30.7 


65.4 


3.9 


8.5 


*i: $16^000 to $15*000 


31.1 


62.2 


6.7 


14.7 


$15,000 to $20,000 


18.1 


79.2 


2.7 


23.5 


$29^000 to $25,000 


22.4 


73.1 


4.5 


21.8 


^ $25iB00 to $30,000 ' 


13.8 


82^8 


3.4 


9.4 


|vv $30^000 - over 


19.7 


74.2 


6.1 


21.5 


' Not Designated 


50.0 


50.0 


0.0 


.6 



Sunmary ; 



ilS: 



^ott^ ap^TOximttely OTe^^p^ ^dlcated they 

wpald pr^er to^send t^^ 70% ^dicated 

general acceptance of their cfat^^ who were non-high school 

graStiates^ i^re n^^ satisfied with their children's present^schools as parents 
who were coiiege graduiates.^^ '^ 




CSbnsid^ahle d aonng parents within vaii^pus age 

^^fp school for their children. Re^ 

>4^pOTdenM grpn;^ be were to to support ^lie coti^ : 



30 



cept of a different 8<Aodl for their children than parents in the 30-^65 age 
group. 

^Differences also exist among parents in the lover income groups and the 
hi^er income groups; Respondents in the $15^000-and-less Ihcbme braclcets 
indicated a greater desire to sMtd their children to a differ^t school 
chan respondents in the $159dd0-and-over ixtcone groups* 
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TABLE XII 
S&flBGS OF TES. FU^IC SCl^pLS 



" QBEStlbS^ if the lo^l p<Alt c schoo is were graded on the quality of their worfci what 
gdiild you give them? 

i A 2 B 3. C 4 b 5 F 





A 


B - 


e 


D 


F 


Don*t Rabw/ 
No Answer 


M Ot 

Total Sample 


SXA^TS TOTALS 


1 o - 1 

J.7»X 








1 h 






SEX: 


















18.6 


41.3 


21.9 


5.7 


0.9 


11.6 


48.2 


Fent&le * . - 


19.5 


34.2 


21.9 


2.4 


1.1 


20.8 


51.8 '% 


CHILDREN: 
















<%lldren ixi Sdlidoi 


27.4 


42.9 


21.6 


4.1 


e.7 


3.4 


33.6 


Nb Cbildren in School 


15.0 


35.5 


22; 8 


' 3.9 


1.2 


21.6 


63.8 


Not Designate 


13.0 


21.7 


4.3 


4.3 


0.0 


56^5 


2.-6 : 


















N6s High Sc3K>oi Graduate 


20.4 


24.9 


21.0 


5.5 


1.1 


27.1 


20.6 


Higih School Graduate 


21.0 


38.9 


23.9 


2.6 


1.1 


12.5 


40.0 ^ 


College (Non-Degree) 


17.1 


39.6 


21.7 


5.5 


1.4 


14.7 


24.7 


College (Degree) 


15.4 


48.5 


18.5 


3.1 


0.0 


-14.6 


14*8 



18-24 
25-29 
30-49 
,50-65 

6S-over 
V Not Designated 

bcCUPATIOTI: 



— 15.1 


41.9 


29.1 


0.0 


1.2 


13.7 


43.1 


19.6 


3.9 


i.b 


22.8 


42.0 


22.4 


4.6 


1.1 


23.2 


- 35.1 . 


20.6 


5.3 


0.9 


13.1 


28.0 


20.6 


3.4 


1.1 


12.5 


50.0 


25.0 


0.0 


0.0 



Sfctl lea LaBor 
Housewife 
Clerical/Sales 
UnsUH ed tsSoox 
Retired ; 



12.8 
18.6 
7.1 
14.9 
33.7 
12.5 



Student 

Not Dt^ignated 



19.3 


45.7 


18.6 


3.9 


b.4 


12.1 


21.8 


31.6 


23.3 


5.3 


2.3 


15.8 


20.3 


32.0 


22.1 


3.5 


1.2 


2b. 9 


19.4 


40.3 


23.9 


3.0 


0.0 


13.4 


22.2 


38*9 


36.1 


2.8 


0.0 


b.o 


i2i5 


35.0 


23.8 


5.0 


1.3 


22.5 


20.0 


42.2 


22.2 


2.2 


b.b 


13.3 


13.6 


27.3 


4.5 


13.6 


4.5 


36..4 


-14i^ 


31.4 


31.4 


b.b 


b.b 


22.9 


20.0 




20.0 


b.b 


ib.b 


4b. b 



9.8 
11.6 
31.9 
25.9 
19.9 

b.9 



31.8 
15.1 
19.5 
7.6 
4.1 
9.1 
5.1 
2.5 
4.b 
i.i 









Kr. -*- ; 






■ 
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•J 








ion 

X7«y 






^ 7 


X. X 


1 7 


OS 1 






^x. U 




n n 


u.u 


ox • u 






n n 






n n 


n n 


_ u. u 


n 7 

u. ^ 


"iCT ^ J -Am— a ^ ^ « 


XD • / 


1 A 7 
XO. / 




u.u 


n n 




n 7 




0.0 


50.0 


0.0 


s.e 


0.0- 


50U0- 


0.2 


ll^ri^ftcr ^ 


0.0 


50.0 


50.0 


0.6 


0.0 


6i6 


. 6-2 






u. u - 


u.u 


u.u 


u.u 


sri ft 

3U. u 


- ft- 7 
U. ^ 
















■ 


T ooe 4-Vi^«% <in Ann 


XO«H 




^x.x . 


7 1 
^« X 


1 fi 
X . o 




71 fi 
^x. u 


7^"\ vXI/j UUU r:^0 yXJ^.Wv 


1 ^ S 








7 n 
4«u 


XO. rf 


17 1" 
XZ • ^ 


• t c: OS c nnrt Finn 




H^m X 








7. o 


XQ • w ■ 




^LX* U 


^ 7 






4^^ 7 
X. / 


xu.x 




$25,000 to _$30^0JD0_ 


20.8 


- 40*3 • 


18.6 . 


6.5 


^.0 


. li.J__ 


8.8 


fry - Over $30,000 


20.6 


39.7 


23.8 


3.2 


6.0 


12.7 


14.3 




xo. / 




ZXJmO 


xu.^ 


U.Ur 


1» a 

xo. o 




















vXcy. or lOwu i 






71 Q 
4X. 7 




1 

X. 


Xv. O 


07. X 




29.8 


28.8 


14.4 


7.7 ^ 


0.0 


119.2 


11.8 


Rtirai / / 


^ 17.5 


37.0 


27.9 


1.9- 


0.6 


14.9 


17.5 


Not Desig^ted / 


35.7 


14.3 


14.3 


0.0 . 


0.0 


35.7 


1.6 



Acbdrdii^ ^ state ^ the ii^jbrlty of people rated Kansaf Pu^ 

Scbbbl^ a "B**.! Over 50 perceat of these respmise^ were either rated "A" or "B*' 



D v^^a noted regarding r^pond^ts who had childr^ in school as co^ared to 

£v;fe Over one-fourth of tha respondmts haidng 

^;nS|13rCT^ of tfa^ rating the schools '^B". 

I?: Fedpie dlfl not hsive j^ildx^ in school ^.^f^ of "B** and "C7 

f|v tl^^^ Ov^raUV the two^ c^^ Schools \ i 

^fe^^STdxiJia the saiDe td^tb one-fifth of them indicating a "C". The percentages of 
|S^ :Vl)^ and "F*' tatlngo were almost negligible with: respbxises under five percent. 



i^^^yUs edy^catlcm as a classif icatira rating schools i the Neatest difference existed 

Ip;^ tbe^ '^^^^^ c^e-^gil^ of the peraon^ ^ degre^ rated the 

Ifi •^gfibolsv^ s^bbl graduate felt the 

|0s^CK>ls\i:ated^^^^ people rated the schools an 

while Bjo graduates rated the ^ 

ll^^choofe more education the less likel^ people are in- 

pgSclined ■ * : ■ 

.categoi^^ "A" rating but overall perc^tages ranged 

^^€biii^t^ .j^^ of respondents by"age rated Kansas Public Schools 

^1^^ "B''. The 6S-^ver age g^^ tadicated Jhe lowMt pet^cMtage for "B".^^M 

|age. g^^ response with the largest percentage of the "6"^ 

^&ixi^:ind£cate^^^^ ^ 
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The un^pi^ed respondents revealed not iceable_ differences in their ratings o; •ub:' -.> 
schoois^-^idien compared tb_ the other occupational categories. Less than fifteen pa>. :?int 
of the retired and \m&a^l6yed individuals rated the schools "A". Again the v opioyed 
. was the lowest in the "B" and "C" ratings and were the largest group of fespc / dents' in 
all categories to rate, Kansas Public Schools with "D". Althbu^ th^ OTeSplbyed S^^de 
up less than three percOTt of the s^^le^ it would appear that their attitudes towifd 
public education were the .most negative. 

Racial background appeared to make little, if any, real difference in their, school 
ratings 1 With slightly over ninety-eight perc^t of _the_san5>le representing black 
and white racial backgrpundst small vari^ces eidsted. Blacks were higher in the "A" 
rating than whites, while voltes were hlg|ier in rating the public schools "B". In 
addition, fewer blacks rated the schools "e" than the white category. None of the 
blacks sampled rated 'D" or "P". . 

People responding to the income category showed about one-fifth pf the responses 
fating the spools "A'\ tittle TOrfation i^ found in the "B" rating 

for people earning $10,000 and above. The' largest "C" rating grbup was frpin the ^ 
$20,000 to $25,000 classification;, as. con^^ared to th^ $25,000 to $30,000 classificat:^ 
having the least percentage of responses to "C" but the larger percentage rating "D". u 

Nearly sixty percent of the suburban connnunitiei: fated the public schoQlsx^A" of "B"^ 
were lowest- in rating "C" but highest with a "D" fating^ Both ettv^of and fufai^^ 

communities shwe^ sim^ of fesponses in theif fating. G^fc fifty 

percent of the ratings from these two groups were "B" ^d "C". : 
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TABLE 3aix 



'EDUCATION - BETTER OR WORSE 



^^^^^^Mt :^^ high sbhool education, 

^€ : ls> it jtli^ jbqpresslo^ that^ get a better ~ or worse 



^1: 



Better: 



Horse 



3 Don*t Know/No Answer 



Better 



B b rse 



Bptt* t Know/ 
Hp Answer 



Z of 



34.8 



12.9 



100.00 



55i4 
49.3. 



33.5 
36.0 



n.i . 

14i7. 



ERIC 




48.2 
51.8 



33.6 
63v8 

2;6^: 



;20i6^ 
l4d.fe 

14i8 ' 



9.8^ 
11.6 
31.9 
25.9 
19*9 
.9 



95.1 
3.3 

\ .:2^' 

.7 

■■ .2 

■:■ .2-v' 



■.■^'.s£S?!*v^v-l■-•-^w,^4•^!<■rr■^■.■. 
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5iii 


35 i 3 


13.7 


- 21.6 


51.3 . 


40.0, 


8.6 


17.-3 


48.2 


39.0 


12.8 


i&.6 


55.5 


30.3 


14.3 • 


13.5 


50.6 


31.2 - 


18.0 


■ . 8.8 


60.3 


30.2 


9.5 


14.3 


0.0 ^ 


50.0 


50.0 


• '5.9 


50.5 


37.0 


12.6 


■ . 69.1 


55.8. 


32.7 


-41.6 


11.8 


55.8 


38.6 


15.6 


-■; 17.5 


64.3 


21.3 


14.3 / 


1^6 



^^^^tu^^ indicated that; tb^ ielleye that dhlild:ilren today 

chdO:^^^^^^^^ without children schoof «^ 



dfvidedgo n 



|^;g;;- S^>irati^ into subrgroups ^ . educatlon^ sex; age; tace» income^ 

h^Sd>^e of conn^^ shoved little difference (if^ai^ in their feelings on the 
- quality ' of education tod^ as conpared to their oiid educational eiqperience^ 



F.iv';?v..<.:- 
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' : V ; . • TABLE' XIV . - . 

PH?Sieffl.LY mSDiCAPPED - SEPAM OR REGULAR 



S QgESTTON ; / Shooid pfeyslc^ally fianaicapped <ail Igren be placed in regular class- 
SS:; : • -; . : r&OTs^irttfi.^i studSts or shoifltd th^ be placed in special classes? 



i Regular 2 Special 3 Dbn* t Rnqy/No^A 4 



Both 



Regular S peci al^ 



5on* t Know/ 
No Answer 



% of 
Total Sample: 



^ STATE TOTALS 



51.4 



32.0 



15.4 



1.3 



ibb.db 



'4~.-;--SEXl. : 

^ V ': Male 



£54.2 
48.7 



^1.6 
^2.5 



12*7 
17.8 



1.4 

1.1 



48.2 
51.8. 



SE CHnJBREN Iir SCHOOL: : 

"^Childr^in Sciit)ol 57^1 28.4 

V^^IC^^ 48. 3 ■ 34 . 0 

SSi^^^Vlte>t:Besi^^ ■-■■;52.2\" SO.A 



13.2 
16.4 
17.4 



1.4 
1.2 
.0 



33i6 
63.8 
2.6 



EDUCATION: 



^ ?> ltoia'^;^gii School , Gziad. 



30.4 
50.3 
61.3 
66.9 



V 65.1 
70.(5 
58.0 
45.2 
30.9 
30v0- 



52.5 
33.2 
22.6 
16.2 



27.0 
17.6 
26.3 
36.0 
4(5.3 
37.5 



15.5 
15.6 

^14; 2 
16.1 



7.0 
*9i6 
14.3 
18.0 
21.1 
12i5 



1.7 
.9 

1.8 
.8 



.0 
2.0 
1.4 
• .9 
1.7 

.0 



20.6 
40.0 
24.7 
14.8 



9.8 
11.6 
31.9 
25.9 
19.9 
.9 




!!i?r|i9ft^^|^?ei^to?ed that physically handicapped children 

C«?^^#^^?««J^^%'re special classes . Parents^ 

^ ^ j^pg^;^^^chbol;,ij^ placement of <Aildren in th^- ' 

lii 'school.- 




^^^^^^ 




37 



^s^-(Ssas:±d^ nay also be foraxd within various age groups i Rc?- 

P^ft'^^^^^ age groups between 18-49 supported the piacenient of c^J^t^Y?? 

In the regular classroom while individuals in the age 
indicate a sititLlkr plurality of support. 
? % In: adilitidn, older respondents see??! to" be more undecided on the issue . 



Sag V -f-" 



Mr-- 
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TABLE XV 



MENTALLY HSNDICAPPED - SEPARATE OR REGULAIL 



:Shau3.d mentaliy_ students be placed Ifi regular classrootns 

with all students or should they be placed in special classes? 



.1 Regular^ 2 fecial 



3 Don't Knbw/Nb Answer 4 Both 



W^r^ -• 

^ISIATE TOTALS 



|§5i;-,-;Feinale 



^ CHILDREN ^ SeHODLi 
CKHidren^i^ ^fiooi 



IliEDUCATIONs 



P^^. H£^ Sch^l 1^ 
'^S0!^oi^^ Dc^reeJ • 








Don't i^ow/ 




% of . 


ReKolctr 


?.rSpeciai 


Answer 


Both 


Total Sample 


9.0 


- 78.5 ■■ 


11.3 .. 


1.3 


■ ; ■ ■ — 

100.00 


- - - . ■ 
~8.7 


78. 8 


11.1 


1.4 


48.2 


9.2 


78i3 


11.4 


1.1 


51.8 


ii.8 


75.0 


10.4 


1.7 


33.6 


1" 7.3 


79.9 


11.7 


i.i 


63.8 


13.0 


78 .3 J 


8.6 


0.0 . 


' . '2.6 


. 6.6- 


' 82.9 


9.4 


1.1 


20.6 


6.8 


80.7 ^ 


12.2 


.3 


40.-0 


13.8 


71.4 


12.0 


2.8 


24.7 


10. 0 


78.5 


. 10.0 


1;5 • 


14.8 


11.6 


.73.3 


15.2 


0.0 


• 9.8 - 




78.4 


8.8' 


2.9 


11.6 


-12.5 


74.0 


11.8 


1.8 


31.9 


7.0 


83.3 V 


9.3 


0.4 


25.9 


4.6 


82.2 


12.0 . 


1.1 


19.9 


0.0 


75.0 


25.0 


0.0 


0.5 



st3^^j^t^;tfie of physic 

^^^^^Si^aiar^^ brlty Pf ^^^e ^er^ew ed 

rlslnadents dassroon^ • 6£] the: respondents 

classixkn^ vith ;a higher level! of ■ 



|f^£a£fi^^ ^Biividuais^ with . 

fo^^^^tj^^S^ 111 ^the 



ERIC 



39 



.nentaiiy handicapped children in the regaiar ciassrotom on a fuii or part-tim^ -/ 
■basis, educators may encounter more resistance to this practice than originaiiy ^ 
aaticlpated. 



X. 



X&BLE. X7I 



QPESTIOH : Should einotioiially distufbedl children be placed in regular class^ 

rooms id^t&^i stud^ts xSt&y be placed in spe^ai classes? 

i Regular 2 Special 3 Don't Kndw/Nd Answer 4 Both 





ACSKUXCtJ 








M 'OX 

xotax oauipxe 


-- wXAXSi AM li tW*9 ■ J- 

' . ■ -e. 

■ , .. . ■vr. 


Jm-J • Q - 


■ DO« y 


















- . - • ■ 


Male ■ ' 


14.9 


' 71.2 


12.3 


1.4 


~; 48.2 




16.2 


66.7 


15.5 


1.5 


51.8 

- ' ■ 














re- taiii^reii^^^^^l^^ School 


: 16.2 


69.9 


12.1 


1.7 


33.6 


V Ifc efiiidr School 


15.3 


68.6 


14.8 


1.2 


63.8 




13.0 


60.9 


21.7 


4.3 


. 2.6 














; " - Non^ ffl^ 


10.5 


71.8 


17.2 


.6 


20.6 


' 


15.1 


70.5 


13.3 


1.1 


40.0 " 




19.4 


65.4 


12.5 


2.8 


24.7 




17.7 


66.2 


14.6 


1.5 


14.8 
















26.7 


61.6. 


10.5 


li2 


9.8 




16.7 


67.6 


10.7 


4.9 


11.6 




16.7 


69.4 


12.8 


1.1 


• 31.9 




16.7 


70.2 


12.3 " . 


0.9 


25.9 




5.7 


- 71.4 


V 21.7 ^ • 


1.1 


19.9 




25.0 


.. 50.0 


25.0 


0.0 


0.9 












- - .■•air 




i^]^lgCCT^ widespread agreement 

iiec;lj^i;yCT^^ disturbed children in .specif classes* 

^^^^f^^:^^&^jESB0j^.^ .views on ^e i^sue^ as^ did respcmd^is ; 

|r^;*^th|i<i^ ' school. , . 
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two age groups: 18*24 and 65 
(^oa^ in tKe age group of 

placen^^ of ^otib^ally dtst^bed ^ildren in reg^ar classes > 
"V'Whti^Vral^ 5.7X of the 65-fflid-over ^oup supported this pro- 

fiP?J^'^PP^^^^^ overwhelaiingiy ^^pported placement of 

itionaily djjsturb children in separate claslrooiiss • 
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TABLE XVII 



iShoaid the public schools ±a jpisx conammlty be responsible for providing 
and flnincltig each of the following? ' : ~ 

(a) Si^er^ion or child care for diildren of working parents (both , 
school age ^d preschool) before Jnd after the sibhool day? 

1 2 No 3 Don' t I^09/Iib Answer 

(b) Pre^chbbi education for all children? 

i Yes 2 No 3 Don't Know/No ^^iswer 



Yes 



No 



Don't ;Knov/ 
No Answer . 



Z of 
Total 



PART A 



STATE tOt^ 



12.6 



81.6 



5.8 



ibb.eb 



i- ;-. Male ■ '■ 



12.3 
12.9 



82.8 
80.5 



4.9 
6.6 



48.2 
51.8 



CffCZJiREN: 

CHldr^^te Scfiodl 8i8 88* 5 

No^Chiidren^to^^ 14^4 78?4 

17.4 69.6 



2.7 
7i2 
13.0 



33.6 
63.8 
2.6 



Ip; ^;Ort«d$arv;..;,.":;? ■ 

W^^"' """"" 



mi?. 



11.4, 
44.8- 
50.0 
16.7 

0.0 
SOiO 

0.6 



82.9 
48.3 
50.0 
83.3 
XOOvO 
50,0 
50.0 



5.7 
6.9 
0.0 
0.0 

e.o 
G.e 

50.0 



95.1 
3.3 
0.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 



^|:lE^»:5TliM-$l^iO^ 



21.1 
13.8 
11.0 
5.0 

9.1 

-18**^ 



66.3 
80.9 
85.4 
93.3 

89^6 
89.7 

;70.-8- 



12.7 
5.3 
3.7 
1.6 
1.3 
3.2 



^0^ 



21.6 
17.3 
18>6 
13.5 
8,8 
14.3 
"5.9 




^^OT j^tf^^ c iiM T iiiu 

I/-j;Cltyy o x tomi . ' 



i4i8 
JO. 6, 
6.5 
.0 



78.8 
85.6 
90.3 
78.6 



6i4 
3.8 

3*2 
21*4 



69.1 
11.8 
17.5, 
1.6 
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p'^i^Bieisalii: 



36.0 


58.4 


5.6 


100.00 




35.8 


60.8 


3.3 


48.2 




36.2 


56.1 


7.7 


■ 51.8 




33.4 , 


63r2 


3.3 


' 33.6 




37;6 - 


56.1 - 


6.2 ~ 


63,8 




30.4 ;. 


52.2 

f * 


17.4 


2.6 


\ 


34.3 


60.2 


5.5 


95.1 




75i9 


20.7 


3.4 f ^ 


3.3 


■ V 


SOiO . 


50.0 


.0 


0.2 




66.7 


16.7* 


16.7 


0.7 




.0 


100.0 


.0 


0.2 




loo.a 


.0 


.0 . . - 


0.2 




50.0 


.0 . 


50.0 


0.2 


>- 



43.2 


47.4-^ 


9.5 


21.6 


40.1 


"56.6 


3.3 


17.3 


39.6 


56.1 


4.3 


18.6 


31.1 


63.9 


5.0 


13.5 


27.3 


70.1 


2.6 


^ 8,8 


28.6 


67.5 


4.0 


14,3 


31.3 


58.3^ 


.10.4 


• 6,0 


37.2 


57.4 / 


5.4" 


69,1 


30.8 


64.4 


4.8 


11,8 


32.5 


61.7 


5.8 


17,5 


64.3 . 


21.4 


14,7 


1.6 





The bssii: cdncertiliig pre-s&hooi education both for vorklxig parents 
and for all children Is that It should not be the responsibility of the public 
"T^^dibol^^The^r^poM are ipmewhat closer for Part Pre^schbbl education^ 
but the basic ass^^Tlon "vo^^ the exceptions in the 
race bxfeak*^d6vn of Bla(^ and Orientals. - _ „ 

^ ^come categories rcvMled sone^Slatlon 

\ school educatira* Respbndeots in the lover income categories tend^ to support 
Vthe propositions on pre-schooi education to a stronger degree than higher in- 
>coiae respondents. Plurality of support &a not eaierge for either of the pre- ~ 
s^ooi propositions in any of the Iticdi&e categories:. 
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TABLE X^II 



G^^t^ Dispels - FHIAL DECISION 



f^^^^gi - lSe^^ board of educatlbii inembers tb make the^ 

% • : -^^^^^^^^ boards and teachers^ , 

j??v^^^:-^^^^^^^^^ party the authority to 



2 : lib 



Don't 



er 



Yes 


No 


No Answer 


41.1 


43i3 


15.6. 


40.6. 


50.5 




41.7 


36.6 


21.7 


42.2 


' - - ^. . 
47.0 - 


10.8 


49.8 


41.7 


^ 17.5 


34, € 


34.8 


. 30.4 


40.7 


50.0 


■ 9.3 . 


54.9 ' 


34.3 


10.8 * 


42.3 


47.0 


10.7 


43.4 - 


42.5 


14.0 


' 28.6 


• • 42.3 


29.2 


.32.5 


0.0 


— 62.5 . 


■ ■■'r. - 






46.4 


44.6 


9.0 


42.1 


,48.1 


9.8 


41.3 


30.2 


28.5 


28.4 


55.2- 


1^.4 


41.7 


41.7 


16.7 


35.0 


46.3 


18.8 


35.6 . 


55.6 


8.9 


36.4 


27.3 


36.4 


48.6 ' 


45.7 


5.7 


20.0 


% 40^0 , 


40.0 



Z of 
Total Sample 



SEX: ■ 
:Male ^ 
'Female 



CHItPREHj; : r ' * ' 

V Chil^ea in School- 

. f No Cbildren in School 

;' Hot Desisnated * 

-:--AGB;'r- •/ 

; 18-24 ; ■ ; ■ ■ • . 

^■■•.••:25--2^ ■■■■ . ■ : 

|iv-;5o-65r; .— ^ . ■ 

:v_-r,':65r-over . • /' ^ " 

1$ '^^^KisiaesB^ a& Prof ^s^onai 
fe/Honemaker 



J; Cleclfeal . and Salei- 



v;^.'-^^Student'--'- \ -'" 
Not :;De8i:gifaited 



g;r^:yOE^C0^IIWITy:: 

:.v-;;-^ity.:.or;'T^ 



42i4 
41.3 
37.6 
29.6 



41. 
49. 
48. 
50: 



16.6; 
9.6 
14.9 

-2lTr 



1(».00 



48.2 
51.8 



33.6 
63.8 
2.6 



9.8 
11.6 
31.9 
25.9 
19.9 

0.9 



31.8 
15.1 
19.5 
7i6* 
4.1 
9.1 
5.1 
2.5 
4v0 

i.i 



69.0 
11.8 
17.5 

i;6 
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Kansans are alissdst e^ealy divided on the tssae of^i^et^^ outside tiexxtral 
party shbtild be g±v&CL the authority to ^n^e^jpr^ 

disptitia. Rcspotidetiti with children in school and those without children^ 
school espressed slisilar yie^ • ~ 

Substantial dtf f erefice miiy b^^found between age groups: 25-29 and ^ OTd 
older: SMght^ Sore th^ 50Z the respondents in the age group of 25-29 
1 favored an oat side third par^ in cbntfact dlsput^ while "only 28% in the age 
grbirp of 65 and over sTOported pie concept of jouteide par - 

Major diffeirences appear ai&)ng the occupational groups^ Respondents classified 

as : students and tbbse in th^ category of business and professional tend to be 
divided on the issue; however, the occupational groups desijgnate^cierical- 
^al^v fainidj^>-and -retire told not to support third party interventio^ in 
contract disputes. 3i additi^^ the bcct^atibnai groups of business, labor and 
retired tmd to be Sore decisive on the tissue as only nine^rcent of the re- 
'spondents did not respond \A^e 16^36% of the other bccupatibzi grbups did not 
respond or expressed "don't know" i _ — ^ 



lABLE m 
TS&CBER STRUSS 
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QPESTIOH ; S66ad_teagheCT^ if an agreeiB^t cannot be 



reached vttb boards of education? 



Tea 



No 



3 Scni't Kqow/H6 Ansver 





res - 


No 


Don't Kaav/ 
No An8wer\ 


Z of 
Total Saiiq>: 


Le 




SXAIE TOTALS i 


39.1 


51.8 




100.00 


■ i ■ ■■ - 
. . / ; 


.'TT-" 




45;o 


47.2 


■ 7.8 " 


48.2 








33.6 


56; 1 


10.3 


' ■ 51.8 - j 






CHIUSRENr " 














^ <^ 


45.9 


47*0 : 


7.1 


33.6 








35.8 


54.0 


10.2 


63.8 






^ Not iSesig^ 


30.4 


60.9 


■ 8.7 


: ■- 2.6 




; .. " .;;c 


AGE:^ 














18-24 ' 


61.6 


33.7 


4.7 


: 9.8 






: 25-29 - ■ . f 


41.2 


50.0 


8.9 


ii.6 






30^49 , . / ° 


47.7 


45.2 


7.1 


31.9 








36.4 


55.3 


- 8.3 


25.9 






--J;"::65::over:-'v /■ ' ' ' ' 


17,1 


68.6 


i4.3 


19.9 






Npit B^i^ated / i 


25.0 ' 


37.5 




.9 







OCCPPATIOM^ : ' | . ^ 
Business: and Professional 

-Clrericalh^^ " " 



;!BheBq>3ioyed -. 
Student: 
No t Ocuslgnat 



40.7 
59.4 
-3flLS- 
-357«- 
36.1 
26i3 
24.4 
36.4 
57.1 
10.0 



53.6 
31.6 

59,3 

58.3 
53.8 
68.9 
45.5 
'40.0 
'60.0 



/ 



5.8 
9.0 
9.9 

~970 
5.6 

20.0. 
6.7 

18.2 
2.9 

30.0 





$i€i^O-to $15,000 

' $i5ibdd to $2d»bbQ 

; $2^000^ to' $30^000 
;Si>t Desigdated 

— Rural; - ; 

. Sot Desigaatejd^ 



29.5 


58.4 


'12.2 


2i.6 


36.2 


51.3 


12.5 


17.3 


37.8 


Si. 2 


ii.o . 


'- 1S.6 


47.9 


47.9 


4.2 


13.5 


50.6 


45.5 


3.9 


8.8 


38.9 


53.3 


'4*8 


14.3 


^2*1 


37.5 


10.4 


5.9 


.40.1 


50.7 


9.2 


69. i 


38.5 


55.8 


5.8 


11.8 


■-35.7 


54.5 


9.7 . 


.17.5 


35.7 


42.9 


21.4 


.1.6 



a? 



:^f ^£^ shbuid not be ^ 

: aSAoired to at^^ as the no reap^^e has a decisive^ e^ fheri are ^points 
;of-inter»t^^^ Kore niales t&an finales f a'rared the 

bstiril^^ ; «lth chlldrexi^in school 

school. : ; 

^ <^ be Cdun^ groups. Re- 

sp^^ strikes while 

over strra^y ri^edt teacher^atrikes^ 
^^i^^&lti&i^ [S^^ be npre mdecided on ihk issue ; 



^lAie^v^^ their 

^r^^picwea^ In^ca^ted stimg sti^^ for teacher 
ao^lki^^ prdf^dsitibti that teacher^ 

-^afc^i^Id^i^ 



:.:Su|^t:iw groups with the ihTOiiie group bt^ 

'^^^i^^^^^^^r miix^]0b^; td^ l^upport teacher stri kes; t han thos ein ioi^r 
.'• ^ co M^ ajb^^ types of coaqgoni ties'" were con- 

..^[^tsteiit^^ 
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-WSLE XX- . 



PBIORITIES - NEW F^S 



W^^yy^^^^SE^^ & johlch tax monies are 

^ spent. ; :TBe^ edocatidn^ health mi mvl ro nn fent^ roads and 



1^5^^^^^^^ h^^»Bys;jand^^ category 

pf^ ; r > fho^d^ccet^re^t prd^ regard to new funds? Which should 

i^ff;:/; 'be :s ..' ' 



Ed^icatlon^ — V ^v j • - I iH-] 1-1 I J - 
Beaaith •& Jte^r^mt J | { } - ] , | j ] 
~Bbadi:.and always ■:. | { | . j | | |_ j / | ) 



SSodal Welfare 



#1 #3 #4 Don't Rnow/So toswer 



\ 





75.8 


i6.1 


3.3 


; ■ ,9 


' 3.9 :■ ■ 




13.0 


56.0 


24.9 


6.8 


' / 5^3 ' 




2.7 


i5.7 


38.2 


35.9 


■ 7.5 




5.5- 


-13^.^ 


-27.^- 


47.0 


6.9 , 



fesi^mdlng to the priorities on tax aonies^ education recelved the lairgest 
pereenl^ge^^^^^ first choice. "Health and envlr^ 

;^cpne^ as the seccmd categb by -roads and highways*'^ 

then ~ "social welfare^ , respectiv^7* Since the raxiking of these priorities 
;f61^omd :t^ in ifiich riE^ponses were nade^ it ni^t he relerant to rotate 

.^he prder^^ questira could be a factor Sfiu^cing 

the responses to the item. ' ^ 
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qpESTIOS; Recratiy^ legislation was proposed ^ich would substantially shl-ft the way 

that pabaic education (K-12) is fimded. I would like to tell you about this 
proposal and f i^d put how you feel about it. 



First, the proposal wbuld add 2Z to the existing sales tax in Kansas for a 
total of 5Z> Ftir^ermre, all food purchases, wbtild be exempt from the sales 
tax. In other, words i| Kansahs would as a result of the proposal pay a 5Z. 
' sales tax on all' purchases except food . 



r.: 



Second^ the additional fimds raised from the sales tax increase would be 
^ed to reduce school taxes at the local level (on &e ^average of 64.8% 
stat^^de); 



iSo, sAat has been proposed is a major shift in the way we support public 
education in Kansas, that being an increase in sales tax with all food 
iteiiis exe3q>ted and a substantial decrease in local school taxes. 



How do you feel about this proposal? Are you strongly in favor ^ somewhat in 
favor ^ somewhat opposed, strbn^y opposed. 



Strongly 
in F^vor 



Somewhat 
in Favor 



Somewhat 
Opposed 



Strongly 
Opposed 



5 Son 't Know/ 
No answer 



Strongly 
in Favor 



Somewhat 
in Favor 



SomeiAat 
Opposed 



Strongly 
Opposed 



Don't^^/ 
No Answer 



^2 6f^ ; 
total Sample 



STATE fpESLS 

f;:.Malle : 
55^^5imale 



21.6 



22.6 
20.6_ 



41.8 



41.3 

::42^3^ 



17.4 



18.9 
16.0 



10.5 



11;1 
9.9 



8.7 



6.1 
11.1 



ido.dd 



48. 2 
51.8 



mitfifiEN: 

^lOiildren in Sdiool 

Childreci in ISchiDol 
Oesignated 




^Srover-. 



22.0 
21^7 
13.0 



42.9 
41.9 

26^1 



19.9 
15.5 
30.4 



9.8 
10.3 
21.7 



5.4 
10.6 
8.7 



33.6 
63. a 
2.6, 



24.4 


. 48.8 


; 17.4 


5.8 


3.5 


9.8 


IS. 6 


52.5 


14.7 


7.8 




11.6 


^23.5 


1 44.5 


17.1 


' 10.0 


5.0 : 


31.9 


25.0 


-.40.8 


15.4 


10.5 


8.3 


25.9 


i2.6 


2977 


_ 22.9 


14.9 


20.0 


19.9 


50.0 


25.0 


0.0 


12.5 


12.5 


0.9 



ffl^-jbfess Than $10,000:. - 
p^iOee to $15,000 
]|;;:^i5,000 to $20,000 
$20,000 to $25,000 
^$25,000 to $30,000- 

|£iO^^$30,odb 

I^V tfot Di^ignateci 

g:| llepublican 

|;vi:'IfeSocrat___ _ 
felndipradent 
p;^6ther ' * \ • ■ 

So Answer 



. ' ■ ■■ • - 










51 


17*9 


35i8 


17.4 


tST3 — > 


13. 7 " " 




21.1 ' 


40.8 


17.8 


7.9 


12i5 


17.3 


21.3 


43.3 


19i5 


9 . 1 


6i7 


18*6 


24.4 


45.4 


15.1 


10.9 


. 4.2 


13*5 


28.6 


: 40.3 


16.9 


9;i 


^5.2 


8.8 


23.8 


45.2 


18.3 


9.5 


3,2 ' 


14. 3-. 


14.6 


47.9 


12.5 


8;3 ' 


16.7 


5.9 


18.0 


43.2 


20.1 


10.9 


7.7 


'38.4 


23.3 ~ 


41.0 


17.0 


12.5 


6.3 


32.7 


25^3 ' 


39.8 : 


14.5 


7.0 


13.5 


21.1 


18.2 


54.3 


9.1 


9.1 


9.1 


3.8. : 


24.2 


33.3 


. 18.2 


^ 9.1 


15.2 


3*8 



- The propdsltlon vhich ypuld substantially shift the way of funding public education in: 
Kan foisid considerable st^poxl: aumg the respondents in the poll. Apgroxinately 

of evei^ sone st^pbrt for the proposition while 'only ! out of 

4 indicated some opposition to the prbpbsition. 



Ifittie difference^ if any^ appears to exist between inales^and females. . In addition, , v 
respond^ts wiSi childr^ in school and those without children in school held similar 

viewpoints concerning the sales tax pr^bsal. 

* - . * ■ . " 

Substantial difference WBLy be found between the ige^oi^ of- 65^and over m other ^ : : 

age groups desigiiated.^. surveyed In the age group o£ 65 and over were almost even- : 

ly divided on the issue while all of the other age groups indicated strong support for the 
bi 



-:^:Respbndents in the varioias income groups appear to support the proposition with some in- 
dication that the lower income groT^ did not support the sales tax proposition with the 
V same plurality as ^e other/ groups. 

Kansas Republicans, Democrats, Indepeidents and etc. ^ !^d siodlar views on* the issue; 
^ : thlit is, one of general support for the issue. , 
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TABLE mi 



Hh&t do you think the najor purpose of education should be? (Open - anticipated 
responses listed) 



11: 



1K> acquire basl^ 
skills axul knowledge 

to obtain a diploma 
or degree 



T6 pro^de for greater 
Independence 



$ To prepare for a 
job or career 

5 To Sjeet people/ 
ix^rbve social skills 

6 Other 



1 ■ - r ... 


Basic 


Obtain 


Greater 


■"' Prepare. 


Social 


— 


Z of 


-■."4 


'My. . '■ 


Skills 


De^ee 


Inclepeniiiezii 


ee^ Career 


Skills 1 








Vvv' ■ • _ 

STATE TOTAL 


- - - ■ 
41.0 


- 

1.0 


■ - - - 
10.8 


- -• - 
42.7 


- - - 
10.8- 


15.8 


— ._ ____ 
100.00 

0 


''^•'■'^ 


jvr-Male 


43.6 


li2 


9.7 


— 42i2 


U.l 


14.9 


48.2 


- J 


^^^fgwale 


38.6 


0.9 


11.8 


43.2 


10.5 


16.7 


51.8 




















: -\ 


^•■18-24: 


43.0 


1.2 


4.7 


44.2 


14.0 


15.1 


9.8 




i? -25-29 


47.1 


2.0 


13.7 


38.2 


6.9 


18.6 


11,6 




?.30-49 ... 


41.6 


0.7 


12.5- 


- 39.5 


11. 0 


15.7 


31i9^ 




|g^65^7 . .; ■ - .... 


37.3 


0*3 


10.5 


44,7 


11.0 


18.4 


25.9 - 


^*>"^ 
'{^ 


g:;j65-over ' • : 


40.0 


i.i 


9.1 


-4.5.7 


11.4 


12.0 


i9.9 t 




l^tiibt designated 

: • ■ 


50; 0 


0.0 


25.0 


75.0 


0.0 


0.0 


p.s ~ 


:3 


pCiCUPATI(^: 


















pgBo^liiess and Prbfesslb: 


oai 40.7 


b.o 


11.8 


40.4 


12.1 


18.2 


31.8 :^ 




p^fclileaiabbr 


45.1 


2.3 


il.3 


41.4 


7;5 


14.3 


15.1 




^jBfc>usg6rlJe/a3iii 


44.8 


1.2 


9.9 


'42.4 


9.9 


18.0 


19.5 




p^^r£ca2r .and. . Sales 


32.8- 


1.5 


19.4 


47.8 


16.4 


10.4 


7.6 




IpBnsIcHled L^>or- 


' 41.7^ 


0.0 


5i6 


44.4 


8.3 


8.3 


4.iri 


■- - \ 




37.5 


l.:3 


8.8 


42*5 


12.5 


17.5 


9.ir 




l^jFazsiflg . 


48.9 


2.2 


4.4 


48.9 


6.7 


li.l 


5.1' 




llOnenpioyed 


27.3 


0.0 


9.1 


50.0 


4.5 


4.5 


2.5 




||r§tudent.v - ■ 


37.1 


2.9 


5.7 


40.0 


17.1 


22.9 . 


4.9 




;f?^|roV'Answer: 


20.0 


6.0 


20.0 


60.0 


0.0 


0.0 

o 


1.1 






gsItesiKmdents 1^ an even balance^ between basic skills and preparing for a career as 

-^^Oi^ ji^^ aiid social skills wer^ slightly r 

Srl^ten^^percent: • 
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SiiSaics tttded te favor basic skiiis as co^ared to females and were very siffitlar in _ 
response to preparing, for a career. Females tended to rate greater independence and 
X other purposes of education higher than did the naies^ 

; rated basic sldlls as the greatest iaj or 

fdtic^tionv but indicated the degree and social skills were least in^ortant. 
, 24-year-K>ld age grbiq> responded that greater independence was of less importance when 
^ ; c6iq>wed t^ age grbiq>8« They also indicated the highest response to social 

:^^^kill8 being 2m i^ortant purpose. - « . 

: : l^eipbndCTts in ^e im^^ibyed category ^^ladica npre favorable support ^br preparation 
ri for a career as the sajor purpose of ed^atton tl^ bfte^ pccupa^tibM 
f;: In addition, those ; in the unesq^loyed category When 3 compared to other occupatibnal 
Categories tended to place less eii^hasls on the basic skills area. 



il:'-'- ■ ' ' Section A 

P^^r . . ' • .. . 



It Is a well established fact that education in the American scheme? 
of government is essentially a natter of state policy. ^ Though public 
schools are largelyL..ai^^iste?ei^ the local levels emergent forces in 
our society have provided an iiqpettis for boards of education and other 
governmental entitle with public school governance reipoSsibilities^^^to 
seek a bett^ understi^4ing of tte publics they serve, indeed the con- 

/ _ _-_ _ ■_ ' • 

vev^ence of this research pertains to this aspect of seeking a more cbm^ 

prehensive understanding of views feeld by the public. 

— ^-^ :• - ■• ■ __ - _ ■ 

Whether all or any of the objectives identified in this study will 

_ . - ' " _ _ J" _ 

be accbiiq)lished remaiiic uncertain; yet, it is evident that the public 

attitudes identified in this study couldrbave in^licatiozi for pxfl>lic 
education. Therefore^ in this pr^lminary report ve Jiave attenpt^ to gather 
afid bring; together in an organized form^ att^^ for consider- 
ation 6i t^se^ --^ 

it is not advocated :t£at those involved in the governance'' of oiir public - 
schools depart from existing practices b^bause of trends noted, but only 
that thi^ be alert: to tJiese views as they cbntihue to address the ^riad 

of issues fbciising on the public schools^ 

■■■■»...' ■ ■ - 

^tww ftiMy^y jrttfl T ,T yfl ri ftfwo 

Although it is cudti^ research study to stOTaafize all of the 

basic: findiii^^ this stimmary will fbctas only on a few graeral i^ressions 
due to the^sumutry f braat ^^^^^^ioyed for each of the questions in Section III. 



In addition^ the; iimitations of this study have been stiiRmarlzed for 
review and consideration. . \ 

Limitatidns of the Study , Firstly, it should be noted that in study 
which utilizes a research design employing a saniple population rather than 
the total population, there will be inherent satspling errors. Though^ 
every effort was ssde to recognize and laiinlsiize sai^ling errors in the. 
s^^l^^ ielf^hilaiii it is nearly iszpcstssible to correct for all possible error. 

Secondly 9 due to the lack of xtmds for the purpbse of employing in*:- 

' ^ _ '__ . _■_ \ 

terviewers over an extensive period of time for the purpose of making a 1 

' _ _ _ _ ___ _____ \ 

' substantial nu3sa>er of call-backs, the research design was modified to inter- 

:_ ■ 1 _ _ . _ .'___._ ^ ' ' ■ ■ \ 

view random selection only those individuals at home. As such, as may 
be noted in the cbmpbsitioh of the sai^le^ the sas^le population of this \ 
study deviates from the estimated Kansas population. More specifically, 
the poll sample deviates fz^m the estimated |K>ptaatlon in Katies in these 
two age groups: 18-24 and 50 and over. ThtiSt the reader shbuld be aware \ 

of^ rercar^ch ; design TO ^ the sampie'*^drawn. * 

■ • ^ ■ ._, '__ _ ' \ 

Thirdly, the summary 'provided, for each of the questions in Section 

111 indicates trends^ differences etc., and should not be interpreted as 

if a statistical measure liad been es^loyed to determine significance and/br 

reject significance. Though statistical measures were utilized i these 

measures are still under review and will not be finalized for several 

w^eks. 

Finally, it should be noted that this study specifically excludes 
three distinct groups of respondents 18 years of age and older. They are: 
(i) individuals 18 and over vrithbut telephones, (2) individuais 18 and 



1 " ' ' ' -56 

over iAth tmiisted teiepfapne niters (3) individtiais irtio due to 
their mploywkai and/or otlier CDomiteents could not be reached during 
the calling hours utilized In this poll. Whether individxials in these 

4, - — - - - - t — 

groiipa hold vievpoints substimtiall^ other Kansans is 

one of conjecture; yet^ this llinitation is worthy bf note and not 

- • # 

addressed in this study. 

Stirm it ary - General Impre8sidti8 » As alreac^ noted, specific findings would 
not be susmarized due to the fomiat Goaplayed in Section III; yet> two 
general ifitpressibns should be reported. 

- First, though purely an obserration, the supervisors and inter- 
viewers involved in the interview process, could not help noting an *irer- 
all acceptance the respondents of their public schools. Cbnsistently^ 
respondents indicated via cdoipllmentary reinarks a satisfaction with the 
public schools. & addition, respondents fbmd it dijpficult to express 
major weaimesaes in the public schools. This is reflected in the substan- 
tial nustbex* of "no responses - other category" when respondents were asked 
what th^ liked least about their child's school. Often^ the respondents 
wbxild indicate that they did not have any concerns w ^ ' 

Secondly, but extresiely In^ortant, for it speak^ about the people bf 
Kansas, interviewers were pleased with the cobperatibn they received from 
Kansas citizens. The respondents were not only interested in Issues per- _ 
taixiing tb educatibhi but they were roost willing to eT^iess their vi- ^points. 
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ImMm mi 



m OF iNSANS,' ATTITUDES TOWARD EDUCATION 
APPENDIX A 



IT" 



Hello. •' Is. tSis the (lastnaae) ; residence? (If No, 
tne ncber i «as calling is and it 

gas for the (first S last naa e)- residence.. (If 
; vrong ausber, terminate wlth^ E.G.: I as: sorrj* 
■' . til have bothered voii.) 



Jntroductibn 


Tnis is (interviewer's nane) at Eaporia 




State University, i an calling fron oar 
Public Opinion Center in Ecporia, ' 


are doing a state, wide research study in 
order to find out hot? people feel about 
selected issues fii education. Your 
telepabae nunber was^dravn in a rahdon ; 
sample of. the entire state. 



last veek t letter :jas seiit to your hose ex- 
plaining the study. Did you receive it? 

m'' proceed. 



If ro - I'e sorry yours didn't reacH 
y ' you. ; it was a brief ietta 
ve sent- so people would know 
that we would be calling that.' 

tt is ifiiportaijt that we interview a lan in sone 
househdlds and a woman in others so that the 
results will truly represrat ail the people of 
the State of Kmsas. To find out who I need 
to talk to in your household, J need to ask 
two short questions. 
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Question fl The first one is, how iaay people 18 yeaw 
and older are at home toSght indiiding 
.yourself? 



Circle Answer in this Row 



Question ll 



How nan^ 
of theia 
are menl 




1 


2' 


'3 


i 

•t 




Wbaan 


■Oldest 
Vonan - 


Youngest 
Jonan - 


Yoimgest 


1 


— Man— 


Man ■ 


Man 


Oldest 
yppan — - 


Circle 
Answer 
in this 
Row 






Oldest 

^-Man-- 


Youngest 

-Man 


Youngest 
Han 


3 






loungest 
Man 


Oldest 
Man 


* 


4 




e 


1 ' 


o-tdest 
Man 



(Interviewer: Circle category at ifiter- 
section and use h this sentence). 

Okay, according to the_tethdd"iise_d by our. 
university, I need to Interview the (Sex) 
in your household. 



(ilP afson on the is 
^g^'Sex)| 



(^£ teon on line is 
ta|$ex) 



Ivould that be you? 



rYes 
So. 



Start Intervies? 

Now we would like to 
ssk • • • 



May I speak to that 
person?. | 

selected person 
answers repeat Mm-- 
start in" 



terview. 

\ ■ y 

Now we would like to 

ask ; ; i'- ? 

■'. ■■■■ ,\:\ ; 



low wcal'd like to ask you a few questi^'^s aboat your-* 
self, IJkfe yoiif educatiijfl, occupation, eti- ■ 



'Sex of Sespondeat: (!^te: do net ask) 



1 ^ 



t resale 



V. I^hich of the foiioving best described your radd 



or ethnic identification: ; 



t,. I 



5 



2 1 Black I 4 [Native feerica^ 



Spanish 
teerlcan. 



6l0tr 



ner 



0 

a 
e 
< 

4 



1 



I, Do you "have any children in school? (Graces K-12) 



VI. 'Ivhich of the following categories best describes your 
, total fanily incoine for 1979: ' ■ ' ■ . , 



4 26,500' toJi^BBl 5 125,190 -to 35,9661 6 lOvsr 30,000 



II. *feaat'is.tae highest grade of school or year of 
■ ybjiihave cijspleted? .. 



. Grades of School 




00 you have a degree? 



/ Vii. 'rthich of the foiioiving categories best describes ' 
. your political affiliation .. . ' : 



l |Sepg3ltcan| 2| lieEQcrat . 3 jindepeadeat • 4 |Sther 



JSo^iswer- 



m". Khich of the •follomg , categories would best describe 
yoiir age? : ' " , 



HII. Do you live 'in. a city or towui a suburban area^ 



or 



area? 



1. 18-24 


2 


25-29 


■3 




4 50-6^ 


5 


6S-07er ■.SISo Answer 



l |City or lovn 



IV,. l\hich -of the following categories best describes your 
occupation? . ■ : • . . 



About ho,;:, large 
, is your city/town" 



2 


Suburban Area 


3 


Rural Area 
' : ,1 — ' 



'•.About how large is' 
the- nearest toTO 



1 Business and 

?,rofessibnai 



: 4 Clerical and 

/■Si 



7 



l l Uis than. "2 . 10^ 



I jless thanv2,5 #: 





8 [Jnenployed 



liFousewife/ 

■'::Ho2e3akeE^- 



t'ndesi 



Student 



-0 
2. 

0 
H 



2 l2.500.vto 5.000 



2 2,5O0^.:|j0O4^ 



3|l8|tg^C 



■ 41 10,000 t6 2Q,Q0ri • 4 (1041 to 20,900 



5feMiyyi-d 5 120^000 to 50^000 



6 |More thatf 50 ^ 



6.|Nore than 50,000 



7l5on't feiDw/No Answer 7 Ilon*.t- Know/No Answer 




SSIl 
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Pl'^i-lSt'ls^^^est so of infoinatioa abbiit the.; 
p|iib&:iSoo^t -(35!^ respbwes listed) 



local- yeyspaper 



J 



• Sllocal Sadib 



5. School f ubiications/ 
6 



sordofJiouth/FeKonai 
InvolveEent, etc . 



7 Bon' t RnQw /??Q Ansver 



j!: '1. ■'■ :Puolic::aiools ;€an- teach 'p^ different things . Kill 
r ' you tell M in tiie'case\bf each of these school sub- 
jects whether you regard it as very in?ortant « liiportant . 
:. •' .or not verv i^ortant for all -.students? 



Art 




iSatiieQatlcs 



i^stZ'ksSL EducatiOQ 



i Very 




Not Very 


No' 


Tnartftaflt 


• Isprtant Isoortaat feioa 


10 


2 0 












m 


iS 








ip 


20 






iQ 


20 
















: 2|Ii 


3.P, 








■30 






-■2 9 


■ 3i 




m 




30 




m 






:>0 




Ijfe ■r:'!^?:^^^''^^ •'2''" -,' 




3. Should college graduates in teacher education be re- 
quired to pass a state board ^aiiiiatiott to prove ; 

. : their knowledge in subject (s) they will teach before 
they are hired?^ • ' j 



i 



M\ \ 2 ioj ' 3 | 3oi'tfo6v/N6 Ansyer 



4. Should; tochers Mi administrators be required to.tafe:; 
advanced work to keep up-to-date with developlents , .-J 
in theit 



1 



Yes 


•2 03 3; 







Don't Know/No Answer 



If yes,' bow often? 




Once'f.vc:y 
3 |Fi^e'!ears: 



5. iSat do^oti consider, to be the saost serious e&- ^ 
cationai neeJ for teas students in our spools 
' today? (Opb-anticipatedJasponses listed).^ 



ij^bre -eDphagis.'on 
basic^klHs. 



• 5 Additional curriafluE" 
offerings 



Better qualified/ 



4 Inprbved school .•■ 
atmbsphere/dls- - 
cipline : • ■ 




;.o: 
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i^lClit tie school your 

ri.v .11- ■ 



Oalt 



6 Prcxinity to Hotte 



g^| |ffliP^iMsl| - ■ •- .rf €50d; ConcDnicktions 

Bet»' Hers and 




'5 Snail Classes 



9 Odier 



•7;";:4?hat dO :you,like leagt -jbout the sd^ your 
' " eldest child attenos? (Open, - anticipated 

iesscaseS:. 



Mv 



-l Lad of^jttsdpliae < 5 Teachers 



fell JI^f SMrds:y^ v...[ . ;;:6 Craditioii . of School 



-3 Use :of Ka^oma} 



7 7andalisiii 



4 j3ffil!!!( 



S Too far fron hoae 



9 Other 



jr..;. ■ 



8i: ;Tlf giv^ t^^ opportmiity, "Oiild you send 
|i: ;yout:;cHild tb-TSiifferent school? 



Parents 

>Only 



Tes; 




i 





Don't Know/Kb Answer 



% It the local puMic schools were graded on the 
■ '■r of- their worlc, what grade would you give them? 



W^i...... ............ 



10; As you look back on your own elei^tary and high 
■ school educatien; is it your' iitpression that 
. children today get a better ~ or worse - education 
than you did?' 



1 Better 



2 Parse. 



3 Don't Know/So Answer 



H., Should physically handicapped: children be placed, 
in regular ciassrooms with aU students or should 
they be placed in special classes? , 



1 Regular 2 Special 



3 Don't &ow/Jb Answer 



12, Should rsntaily- handicapped students be placed 
in regular classrooss with all students or should 
they be placed in special dasses 



I Hepar. 2 Special 



3 Don't Ksov/No ks^a^ 



13. Should enotionally disturbed diildren be placed - 
. Iji repardaslrooi^^ should 
..itheyJLplaM . 



i Regular 



2 



Special 



I Don' t Know/Sb Answer 
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■ ; S^^ your coiaifflit7 

:be r^ossiole'.forprovidiiig and financing 
; each oi^ tbe folievingi ■. - 

' y Supervisibn or child care of voffig 
. ■ parents- Aboth school-age and prer 
. schooij before and after the school 



' IjYesj 2|So| S|5on' t Know/So Answer 



(b) Prl-schobl education for all children? 



* 1§ 2@ 3 



Don't Knov/J»o Answer 



'•i5 «': ■ 



1 1^ 2:§" a te't iicv/Sofesver 



•15. Present state -law provides for elected board 
. . of education necibers tO: the final decision 
• ■ on contract : 

• ^teachers, Jhooid the i3w_be cfiged to gi^e ^ 

.^:::_^i)utsldeTKutral party the authority to tnake •. 

"•^ "^theiflgdea feln xil '. " ' — 



16. Should teachers be aiiowed to ftrike if an 
: agreement _caimot be reached with boards of 
education? . ., • 



lies 



2^' 3 Doit'tfaoy/V ' ; Answer ( : 




17. I aa goifg to naifie four lajor categories in 
which tax monies are spent. Th^ are: edu- 
cation^ health and enidroninenti roads and 
highways and social welfare. Please indicate 
vtic'n catego^ shbuid receive Ist priority 
with regard to new funds? ^lich should be 
second? Third? 



Education. 

Health & Environient 

ft 

Soads h E^iirays 
Social Welfare 



ist M 3rd 4th 

s Q an 




Q'QQQ 

OQQD 
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18. Recently* legislation ww proposea iffiicfi wotid 
siibstaiitialiy shift the m that piiSiic ediication 

■ funded. , i would like to tell you about 
this proposal and find out how you feel about it. 

First, the prpsal would add 2t to the existing 
sales tax in. Kansas for a total of 5%, Farther- 
. , sore, all food purchases woaid be ex^pt fron the 
. " : sales, tax.^ S other words, Kansans would as a 
result of the proposal pay a 5a sales tax dii all 

■ purchases except food. . 

Second, the additional funds raised fron the sales 
' tax increase would be used to reduce school taxes 
at the local level (on the average of 64.82 
statswice). 

So,, what has-been proposed is a najor shift In ' ' " 
the way we support public education in Kansas, 
that being an increase in sales tax with all 
■ food iteas exenpted and a substantial decrease 
in local school taxes i 



How do you feel'about this proposal? Are you 
'Strongly in favor^-.socevhatjs in favor* soiae-; 
what opposed, strongiy opposed. 




i9. tftat do you think the oajpr purpose of education, 
should be? '(Open - anticipated respowes listed) 



i 



2 



io acquire basic 
skills and T tnowledge- 



4 To prepare for a 
job 'br career 



To obtain a diploaa 
or 



■5 



To meet people/iin- 
prove social skiiis 




76 




_ MTATE UN IVERSITY 

^E^ix B 




Dear Ffellbw Kan^M: ^ : 

HE ^eUR ASSIStAHeEl Your hbusehb been selected 35 one of 

9ba to be feciuded in a state-wide research project. Witbih a few 
days^ we will be calling y^^ from Emporia State Uhiwrsity,^ is 
a staterwide surv^ . in which we are sieeking to determine Kans^ns 
attitudes toward education. 



5 

5- 



Be are writing In advance of our telephone call becaiise we belleva^ 
that many people appreciate being advised that a research project is 
in process i and that they a^I be called. 

When our interviewer cails> she will ask to interviei^an ad»^^^ pf 7 
ybiit famtiy^ tte will ask tc tnter^w^ a^ 

md:^-iale^ la bth^ that bur restilts reprs^t all people 

in- Ean&as^ ^ ■ 

Aitogetl^t the interi^^ sbbuld trfce aboutvfif teen tainutes. if by 
aiaace we should happen to caii at an iiiTOnvenicnt tine » please tell 
the interviewer and a call will be made at a more convenient titne. 

Tour TOslitance and that bf the bthitr^ participating, this stiidy I5 
es sen tia; to t3ie success of the pn^ect. In addition; we believe the 
reiulta pro^de bur edticatibnal leaders ^^m^ 

si^ficrat iarfbrn»SOT cott^^ Kansans' attitudes toward education i 

W greats^ ' 

t£ don^t hesitate to ask intefviewer- 

Fi^fiirmbre^ ybtt^^i^ lae by phone at (316) 343-1200, Ext. 434^ or 

na^ 



".■>G 



Again* our tbanScs to yb 
' : Sfecerely i 

^Sti^^ckj^^^^ &l:rector 
E^^ida State Uilv»sity.. . 
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C£»!POSITION OF 3SHPLE 
ESTUHTED K^S&S POPDLATIOIF 
K&fE 

AGE 



&;/;pbptilatlon 



100 
9b 
80 
70 

60 

3Q^ 



t ^a i f Population 



32.8 31.9 




K&TB 



^E^v 
Ransas S Sanple 



Kansas 



Kansas: 




18-24 



25-29 



3b-4St 



50-65 



i 



I • 
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